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Foreword

After Galileo, mathematics became the language of physics. After Max-
well, all laws of electricity, magnetism and light have been united in a
synthesis around the electromagnetic field. This field is a function of space
and time with value into a vector space containing the six parameters of
the field. Maxwell laws are not invariant under the group of transformations
that rules mechanics. From the invariance of the velocity of light, Einstein
obtained his Relativity, which replaces the group of spacial rotations by a
greater group, the Lorentz group, acting on space and time. The electroma-
gnetic field becomes a tensor field. The next major change in physics was
the discovery by Einstein and de Broglie of the quantum world. Einstein got
the quantification of light, and de Broglie generalized the quantum wave to
the movement of any material particle. Unhappily the first wave equation
obtained by Schrédinger was not relativistic. Despite immense new results
obtained in the quantum domain, quantum physics still suffers from this
restricted starting point.

The true wave equation for the electron was obtained immediately after
by Dirac. This wave equation is relativistic and moreover it gives the spin
1/2 property of the electron. It is the starting point of the present work.
Three points show the novelty of this approach: The mass term of the Dirac
equation is replaced by a slightly different mass term, and this is enough to
solve the problem of unphysical negative energy. The true frame allowing
us to describe the Dirac wave is the Clifford algebra of the 3-dimensional
space. This frame must replace the old frame of quantum physics, based
on the complex field that is only the even part of the Clifford algebra of a
plane, a 2-D software instead of the 3-D space algebra. The third and main
novelty is the replacement of the Lorentz group by a greater group linked
to the 3-D geometry.
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Forty years after the beginning of the quantum odyssey, the Dirac theory
was revisited by Hestenes and a few researchers. I was one of them. We
used the Clifford algebra of the space-time. The Dirac wave is a function
of space-time with value into the even part of the Clifford algebra. And
this part is isomorphic to the Clifford algebra of space. This explains why
the authors are able to put the Dirac theory in their 3-D frame. Since a
combination of specific linear solutions is generally not a right solution in
physical atoms, a non linear Dirac equation was obtained which led to more
consistent results, such as a scale factor appearing in the form invariance.
A much greater diversity of tensors is available in the Clifford frame.

The authors study next the consequences of the greater invariance
group. It rules all electromagnetic laws. The space-time frame allows us to
extend the wave to include both the electron and its neutrino. This allows
us to include the gauge group U(1) x SU(2) of electro-weak interactions.
Space-time algebra is enough to include leptons and anti-leptons. When
all associations of right and left waves were explored, it appeared that the
gauge invariance is compatible with a mass term that was not known in the
Weinberg—Salam model.

The same method to go from the electron to the electron + neutrino
pair is next used again to get a wave including the electron, its neutrino,
and quarks u and d of the first generation with their three color states.
The wave accounts for all particles of the first generation and also for their
antiparticles. A wave equation with a mass term is obtained, both form
invariant under the greater geometric group and gauge invariant under the
U(1)xSU(2)x SU(3) gauge group of the standard model. This invariance is
not approximate but exact, and this is also a complete novelty in quantum
physics. The method used to get the extended wave is equivalent to adding
two dimensions to the space-time. The quantum wave is then a function
of space and time with value into the full Clifford algebra Cl; 5 of this
extended space-time.

Since this approach is compatible with a mass term it is interesting
to study the possibility of reconciling the quantum world with inertia and
gravitation. A first attempt is made here.

One of the main consequences of the greater invariance is a double
link between the wave and its Lagrangian formalism. Fermat was the first
to understand that light moves in a way that minimizes the duration of
its propagation. Next all laws of mechanics were understood as governed
by such a principle of minimum. The de Broglie wave was obtained by
uniting these two principles of minimum. Today all quantum mechanics is
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issued from such a mechanism, a Lagrangian density linked to the quantum
wave. Calculus of variations allows us to get the wave equation from this
Lagrangian density. The novelty is that when the wave equation is read
in an invariant form, in Clifford algebra, the Lagrangian density is exactly
the real scalar part of the wave equation. This is true for the electron in
the space algebra, true for the pair electron-+neutrino in the space-time
algebra, and true again for the extended wave electron-+neutrino+quarks
in the Clifford algebra of the extended space-time.

This approach also explains why there are three generations and four
kinds of neutrinos, the last one experiencing only gravitational interactions.
It reinforces the standard model that today describes the quantum world.
No insight beyond the standard model, no new particles with exotic pro-
perties are awaited. The only new possibilities are the magnetic monopoles.
They are fully compatible with classical electromagnetism and quantum
physics. Actually their existence is yet proved and this book reports the
first experiments on these fermionic monopoles.

Roger Boudet,
Université de Provence,
Av. de Servian,
Bassan,

France.
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Introduction

To see where the standard model that today rules quantum physics
comes from we first return to its beginning. When the idea of a wave
associated to the movement of a particle was born, Louis de Broglie was
following the consequences of the construction by A. Einstein of his theory
of relativity [29]. The first wave equation found by Schrédinger [56] was
not relativistic, and could not be the true wave equation. At the same
time the spin of the electron was discovered. This remains the main change
from pre-quantum physics, since the spin 1/2 has no classical equivalent.
Pauli gave a wave equation for a non-relativistic equation with spin. This
equation was the starting point of the attempt made by Dirac [34] to get a
relativistic wave equation for the electron. The Dirac equation was a very
great success. Until now, it is still considered as the wave equation for each
particle with spin 1/2, electrons and also positrons, muons and anti-muons,
neutrinos and quarks.

This wave equation was intensively studied by Louis de Broglie and his
students. He published a first book in 1934 [30] explaining how this equa-
tion gives in the case of the hydrogen atom the quantification of energy
levels, all awaited quantum numbers, the true number of quantum states,
the true energy levels and the Landé factors. The main novelty in physics
coming with the Dirac theory is the fact that the wave does not have vec-
tor or tensor properties under a Lorentz rotation. The wave is a spinor
and transforms very differently. It results from this transformation that
the Dirac equation is form invariant under Lorentz rotations. This form
invariance is the starting point of our study. It is the central thread of this
book.

The Dirac equation was built from the Pauli equation. It is based on
4 x 4 complex matrices, which were constructed from the Pauli matrices.
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Many years after this first construction, D. Hestenes [39] used the Clifford
algebra of space-time to get a different form of the same wave equation.
Tensors which are constructed from the Dirac spinors appear differently
and the relations between these tensors are more easily obtained.

One of the parameters of the Dirac wave, the Yvon-Takabayasi an-
gle [58], was completely different from all classical physics. G. Lochak
understood that this angle allows a second gauge invariance and he found
a wave equation for a magnetic monopole from this second gauge invari-
ance [46]. He showed that a wave equation with a nonlinear mass term was
possible for his magnetic monopole. When this mass term is null, the wave
is made of two independent Weyl spinors.

This mass term is compatible with the electric gauge ruling the Dirac
equation. So it can replace the linear term of the Dirac equation of the
electron [7]. A nonlinear wave equation for the electron was awaited by de
Broglie, because it was necessary to link the particle to the wave. But this
does not explain how to choose the nonlinearity. And the nonlinearity is
a formidable problem in quantum physics: quantum mechanics is a linear
theory. It is by solving the linear wave equation that the quantification of
energy levels and quantum numbers are obtained in the hydrogen atom. If
you start from a nonlinear wave equation, you will not usually be able to
even get quantification and quantum numbers.

Nevertheless the study of this nonlinear wave equation began in the
case where the Dirac equation is its linear approximation. In this case the
wave equation is homogeneous. It is obtained from a Lagrangian density
which differs from the Lagrangian of the linear theory only by the mass
term. Therefore many results are similar. For instance the dynamics of the
electron are the same, and the electron follows the Lorentz force.

Two formalisms were available, the Dirac formalism with 4 x 4 complex
matrices, and the real Clifford algebra of space-time. A matrix representa-
tion links these formalisms. Since the hydrogen case gave the main result,
a first attempt was made to solve the nonlinear equation in this case. Heinz
Kriiger gave a precious tool [44] by finding a way to separate the spherical
coordinates. Moreover the beginning of this resolution by separation of
variables was the same in the case of the linear Dirac equation and in the
case of the nonlinear homogeneous equation. But then there was a great dif-
ficulty: The Yvon-Takabayasi angle is null in the 23 = 0 plane. This angle
is a complicated function of an angular variable and of the radial variable.
Moreover for any solution with a variable radial polynomial, circles exist
where the Yvon-Takabayasi angle is not defined. In the vicinity of these
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circles this angle is not small and the solutions of the Dirac equation have
no reason to be linear approximations of solutions of the nonlinear homoge-
neous equation. Finally it was possible to compute [8] another orthonormal
set of solutions of the Dirac equation, which have everywhere a well defined
and small Yvon-Takabayasi angle. These solutions are linear approxima-
tions of the solutions of the nonlinear equation. The existence of this set
of orthonormalized solutions is a powerful argument for our nonlinear wave
equation.

When you have two formalisms for the same theory the question nec-
essarily comes: which is the best one? Comparing the advantages of these
formalisms, the possibility of a third formalism which could be the true
one arose. A third formalism is really available [10] to read the Dirac the-
ory: it is the Clifford algebra Cls of the 3-dimensional space used by W.E.
Baylis [2]. This Clifford algebra is isomorphic, as real algebra, to the com-
plex matrix algebra generated by Pauli matrices. Quantum physics knew
this formalism very early, since these Pauli matrices were invented to get
the first wave equation with spin 1/2. Until now this formalism is also
used to get the form invariance of the Dirac equation. Having then three
formalisms for the same theory, the question was, once more: which is the
true one?

The best choice was necessarily coming from the Lorentz invariance of
the wave equation. Therefore a complete study, from the start, of this form
invariance of the Dirac theory was made [12]. This problem was a classical
one, treated by many books, but always with mathematical flaws. The rea-
son is that two different Lie groups may have the same Lie algebra. The Lie
algebra of a Lie group is the algebra generated by infinitesimal operators of
the Lie group. Quantum mechanics uses only these infinitesimal operators
and it is then very difficult to avoid ambiguities. But it is possible to avoid
any infinitesimal operator. And working without them it is then easy to
see the main novelty coming from quantum physics: the fundamental in-
variance group is greater than expected. This group is the 8-dimensional
Lie group Cl3 of the invertible elements in Cl3.

This is a major change in our understanding of physical laws. It is the
direct generalization of the Einstein’s point of view: rules applying to all
physical laws are the same in any domain. All physical laws, in gravitation,
electromagnetism, weak or strong interactions, have the same kind of invari-
ance. Physical consequences are similar to those arising from the replace-
ment of the Galileo group by the Lorentz group: fewer invariant quantities,
grouping of other ones, new concepts. Among these new concepts we can
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cite the numeric dimension and the existence of two space-time manifolds:
the relative one is 4-dimensional and the other one is 6-dimensional. Both
manifolds have the same and unique dimension of time. The physical space
and the physical time are both oriented and the invariance group conserves
both orientations.

In several articles and in three previous books [15] [16] [23] several con-
sequences of this larger invariance group were presented. This invariance
group governs not only the Dirac theory, but also all electromagnetic laws,
with or without magnetic monopoles, with or without photons. Moreover
this form invariance is also the rule for electro-weak and strong interac-
tions [17]. The form invariance will also be the key that allows us to get
inertia.

Because it is impossible to read this book without knowledge of the Cl3
algebra the first chapter presents Clifford algebras at an elementary level.

Chapter 2 reviews the Dirac equation, first with Dirac matrices, where
we get a mathematically correct form of the relativistic invariance of the
theory. Since the beginning of relativistic quantum mechanics this necessi-
tates the use of the space algebra Cl3. Next we explain the form of the Dirac
equation in this simple frame and we review the relativistic form invariance
of the Dirac wave. We explain with the tensors without derivative that
the classical matrix formalism is deficient and must no longer be used. We
review plane waves. We present the invariant form of the wave equation.
Its scalar part is the Lagrangian density, this is another true novelty with
many consequences. Finally we present the charge conjugation of quantum
field theory in this frame.

Chapter 3 introduces our homogeneous nonlinear equation and explains
why this equation is better than the Dirac equation which is its linear ap-
proximation. We review its two gauge invariances. We explain why plane
waves have only positive energy. The form of the spinor wave and the form
of its relativistic invariance introduce the dilation generated by the wave
from an intrinsic space-time manifold onto the usual relative space-time
manifold, the main geometric novelty of quantum physics. The link be-
tween the wave of the particle and the wave of the antiparticle coming from
relativistic quantum mechanics gives a charge conjugation where only the
differential term of the wave equation changes sign. This makes the CPT
theorem trivial and it is also a powerful argument for the simplified mass
term. We get the quantization of the energy in the case of the hydrogen
atom and all results of the linear theory with this homogeneous nonlinear
wave equation.
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Chapter 4 presents the invariance of electromagnetic laws under C'3, the
group of the invertible elements in Cl3, for the Maxwell-de Broglie electro-
magnetism with massive photons. This allows the definition of a numeric
dimension for each physical quantity, allowing us to discriminate easily
covariance, invariance, contra-variance and half-variance. Next we study
electromagnetism with magnetic monopoles. We explain how the photon
of de Broglie may be obtained with real components by an antisymmetric
product of spinors.

Chapter 5 presents several consequences of these novelties. The
anisotropy of the intrinsic space-time explains why we see muons and tauons
as well as electrons, their similarities and their differences. The intrinsic
manifold has a torsion whose components were calculated for plane waves.
The mass term is linked to this torsion. Next we present the building of the
de Broglie’s wave of a system of electrons as a wave in ordinary space-time,
and not in a configuration space where space and time do not have the
same status, with value onto the space algebra. We present as a counter-
example a wave equation without Lagrangian formalism and we solve this
wave equation in the hydrogen case. We present in our frame the three
other photons of Lochak’s theory.

Chapter 6 is devoted to our main progress since [16]. We start from
the covariant derivative of the electro-weak gauge theory in the frame of
the space-time algebra, first for the lepton case, electron+neutrino. We
get both the form invariance under Cl; and the gauge invariance under the
gauge group of electro-weak interactions. We extend to the lepton wave the
geometric transformation linked to the wave in the case of a lone electron.
We get an identity allowing the existence of an inverse and of a wave equa-
tion with mass term for electron+neutrino. Similarly to the case of the lone
electron, the real scalar part is simply £ = 0 where £ is the Lagrangian
density giving the whole wave equation by the variational calculus. The
wave equation gives both the homogeneous non-linear equation studied in
chapter 3 and the electro-weak gauge invariance previously studied. It is
well-known that the standard model has great difficulty with the mass of
the electron: the mass term of the Dirac equation links left wave to right
wave. In the electro-weak interaction these left and right waves act differ-
ently. Therefore the standard model first cancels the mass of the electron
then puts it back with a very complicated mechanism of spontaneously
broken symmetry. We get here a wave equation with a mass term, both
form invariant (and consequently relativistic invariant) and gauge invariant
under the U(1) x SU(2) gauge group of electro-weak interactions. All these
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results could not have been obtained from the linear Dirac equation. A
double link exists between the wave equation and the Lagrangian density;
this generalizes to the electron + neutrino case the double link that we pre-
viously saw in the electron case. Only one other numeric equation is simple
amongst the 14 ones: the law of conservation of the current. This one is
the sum of the current of the electron and the current of the neutrino.

Chapter 7 uses the Cl; 5 Clifford algebra to extend the gauge to strong
interactions. Even though our aim is the same as in [17], we use here a
different Clifford algebra, because we need the link between the wave of the
particle and the wave of the antiparticle that is used in the standard model
of electro-weak and strong interactions. We get exactly the U (1) x SU(2) x
SU(3) gauge group in this frame. In addition to the standard model we
understand the reason of the insensitivity of leptons to strong interactions.
We extend to the Cl; 5 frame the form invariance of the gauge interactions.
This induces the use of a complex 6-dimensional space-time into which the
usual 4-dimensional space-time is well separated from two supplementary
dimensions. Next the nullity of right waves of the neutrino and of quarks
induces another remarkable identity. It implies that the full wave of the
lepton and the three colored quarks has an invertible value. This identity
allows a wave equation with a mass term, which is both form invariant and
gauge invariant. The wave equation has a mass term generalizing the mass
term of the electron-+neutrino case, with a proper mass for the leptonic part
and a proper mass for the quark part of the complete wave. The double
link between the wave equation and the Lagrangian density explains why
a Lagrangian formalism is always present in the standard model of the
quantum theory. The wave equation is form invariant under the C13 group
generalizing the relativistic invariance. It is also gauge invariant under
precisely the U(1) x SU(2) x SU(3) gauge group of the standard model.

The geometric transformation that the wave defines at each point
of the space-time is generalized when we extend the wave to the elec-
tron+neutrino+quarks case. The transformation is still affine but the or-
thogonality is lost. The equality between Cl; 5 and Cls ; mixes the vector
and the pseudo-vector parts of the Clifford algebra.

Chapter 8 is devoted to magnetic monopoles. We explain Russian ex-
periments and our French experiments. We make their results more precise,
particularly the wavelength. We apply our study of electro-weak interac-
tions to the case of the magnetic monopole.

Chapter 9 presents how we can get the inertial phenomena from the
wave equations previously obtained, making the form invariance of the wave
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equation local. Inertial frames are not only those in which there are no
additional forces, they are also those in which the double link between the
wave equation and Lagrangian density exists. Next we link the existence
of the density of probability to the principle of equivalence of inertial and
gravitational mass. The normalization of the wave inducing a symmetrical
momentum-energy tensor, gravitation is then ruled by the Einstein-Ricci
curvature tensor.

Chapter 10 presents our conclusions about the major change explained
here in our way of seeing the standard model of our physical universe and
its insertion into a theory of all interactions.

For the works at E.C.N., thanks to Didier Priem for his efficiency, his
inventiveness and his kindness, and thanks to Guillaume Racineux who
constantly supported us.
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Chapter 1

Clifford algebras

This chapter presents what a Clifford algebra is, then we study the
algebra of an Euclidean plane and the algebra of 3-dimensional physical
space which is also the algebra of the Pauli matrices. We put the space-
time and the relativistic invariance there. Then we present the space-
time algebra and the Dirac matrices. We finally present the Clifford
algebra of a 6-dimensional space-time, needed by the electro-weak and
strong interactions.

It is quite usual in a physics book to put the mathematics into appen-
dices even if they are necessary to understand the main part of the book.
As it is impossible to understand the part containing physics without the
Clifford algebras, we make here again a complete presentation! of this nec-
essary tool. Why is this mathematical tool necessary? The physics of light
and quantum physics use waves, therefore they use trigonometric functions,
then also the exponential function, then necessarily products. The addi-
tion of vectors is not enough, a multiplication must be used. Then we
must consider two operations, addition and multiplication of vectors. The
mathematical tool of Clifford algebra is ready to be used in this case.

We shall only speak here about Clifford algebras on the real field. Alge-
bras on the complex field also exist and we could expect complex algebras
to be key point for quantum physics. The main algebra used here is also an
algebra on the complex field, but it is its structure of real algebra ? which
is useful.

1. Readers already in the know may do a quick review. On the contrary a complete
lecture is strongly advised for each reader who really wants to understand the physics

contained in the following chapters.
2. A Clifford algebra on the real field has components of vectors which are real num-

bers and which cannot be multiplied by 7. A Clifford algebra on the complex field has
components of vectors which are complex numbers and which can be multiplied by 1.
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Our aim is not to say everything about any Clifford algebra but simply
to give to our lecturer tools to understand the next chapters of this book.

Another very interesting introduction to the subject is the book by
Doran and Lasenby [35]. We could have suppressed this chapter if their
book was not too devoted to space-time algebra, whilst we use here three
Clifford algebras.

1.1 What is a Clifford algebra?

1 — It is an algebra [5] [15]. There are two operations, denoted A + B
and AB, such that for any A, B, C:

A+(B+C)=(A+B)+C; A+B=B+A
A+0=A ; A+(-A) =0 (1.1)
A(B+C)=AB+AC ; (A+ B)C = AC+ BC; A(BC)= (AB)C.

2 — The algebra contains a set of vectors, denoted with arrows, in which a
scalar product exists and the internal Clifford multiplication 4 is supposed
to satisfy for any vector u :

@il = i - . (1.2)

where? 4 - ¥ is the usual notation for the scalar product of two vectors.
This implies, since - u is a real number, that the algebra contains vectors
but also real numbers.

3 — Real numbers commute with any member of the algebra: if a is a
real number and if A is any element in the algebra:

aA = Aa, (1.3)
1A= A. (1.4)

Such an algebra exists for all finite-dimensional linear spaces which are
the ones that we need in physics.

The smaller one is unique, to within an isomorphism.

Remark 1: Equation (1.1) and Eq. (1.4) imply that the algebra is itself
a linear space, not to be confused with the first one. If the initial linear
space is n-dimensional, we get a Clifford algebra which is 2"-dimensional.
We shall see for instance in Sec. 1.3 that the Clifford algebra of the 3-
dimensional physical space is an 8-dimensional linear space on the real
field. We do not need to distinguish between the left or right linear space

3. This equality seems strange, but gives nice properties. We need these properties
in the following chapters.
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here, since real numbers commute with each element of the algebra. We
also do not need to consider multiplication by a real number as a third
operation, because it is a particular case of the multiplication.

Remark 2: If @ and ¥ are two orthogonal vectors, (-0 = 0), the equality
(U+7)- (i) = (u+0)(u+7) implies €U+ u-v+0-U+0-U = W+ 00+ vd+00,
so we get :

0=uv+vu ; vu=—uv. (1.5)

Main change to usual rules on numbers, multiplication is not commuta-
tive: we must be as careful as with matrix calculations.

Remark 3: Addition is defined in the whole algebra, which contains
numbers and vectors. So we will get sums of numbers and vectors: 3 + 5i
is authorized. It is perhaps strange or disturbing, but it is not different
from 3 + 5i. And everyone using complex numbers finally gets used to it.

Even sub-algebra: It’s the sub-algebra generated by the products of
an even number of vectors: 4, €1€2e3€4 and so on. The even sub-algebra
built on an n-dimensional vector space is 2"~ !'-dimensional.

Reversion: The reversion A — A changes the order of products. Re-
version does not change numbers a nor vectors: a = a, = u, and we get,
for any « and ¥, A and B:

— — —~

W=10i; AB=BA; A+B=A+B. (1.6)

1.2 Clifford algebra Cl; of a Euclidean plane

Cls contains the real numbers and the vectors of a Euclidean plane,
which read @ = xé] + yés, where €1 and €5 form a direct orthonormal basis
of the plane: €} 2-g,2 = 1, €1 - éy = 0. Usually we set: €1é5 = i. The
general element of the algebra is :

A=a+ 2 + yés +1ib, (1.7)

where a, x, y and b are real numbers. This is enough because:

i? =i = i(€16y) = (i€))ep = —E28y = —1. (1.8)

Two remarks must be made:
1 — The even sub-algebra Cl3 is the set formed by all a + ib, so it is
the complex field. We may say that complex numbers are underlying as
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soon as the dimension of the linear space is greater than one. This even
sub-algebra is commutative. -

2 — The reversion is here the usual conjugation: 1= 18y = €28y = —i.
We get then, for any 4 and any ¥ in the plane: 40 = @ - ¥ + ¢ det(u, 7).

To establish that (@-7)2 + [det (@, 7)) = @202, it is possible to use TTTI
which can be calculated in two ways, and we can use ¥0' which is a real

number and commutes with anything in the algebra.

1.3 Clifford algebra Cl3z of the physical space

Cl3 contains [2]| the real numbers and the vectors of the physical space
which read: u = x€} + yes + z€3, where x, y and z are real numbers, and
€1, €2 and €3 form an orthonormal basis:

Ll Gy =8 B3=-8=0; @l=a =&’=1 (1.9)
We let:
i1 = Ea€3 ; g =E38] ; i3=@E18 ; 1= @E162E5. (1.10)
Then we get:
it =i3 =103 =14%= -1, (1.11)
il =i 5 i¢;=i;,j=1, 2, 3. (1.12)

To derive Eq. (1.11) we can use the same method we used to get
Eq. (1.8). To derive Eq. (1.12) we may firstly use the fact that i com-
mutes with each €.

The general element of Cl3 reads: A = a + 4 + i + ib. This gives
1+3+3+1=28=2 dimensions for Cls.

Several remarks:

1 — The center of Cl3 is the set of a+1b, the only elements which commute
with every other one in the algebra. It is isomorphic to the complex field.

2 — The even sub-algebra C’l?jL is the set of a + v, isomorphic to the
quaternion field. Therefore quaternions are implicitly present in calcula-
tions as soon as the dimension of the linear space is greater than or equal
to three. This even sub-algebra is not commutative.

3~ A=a+@— it —ib; The reversion is the conjugation, for complex
numbers but also for the quaternions contained in Cl3.

4 —4U is what is usually called "axial vector" or "pseudo-vector", whilst
u is usually called vector. It is well known that it is specific to dimension
3.
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5 — There are now four different terms with square —1, four ways to get
complex numbers. Quantum theory is used to only one term with square
—1. When complex numbers are used in quantum mechanics, it will then be
necessary to ask the question of which 7 is used: i = 010903 or i3 = 01057

1.3.1 Cross-product, orientation

We use i X U to denote the cross-product of @ and ¢. Using coordinates
in the basis (€1, €2, €3), we can easily establish for any 4 and
U =U- U471 U XU, (1.13)
(@-7) + (@ x 0)2 =a*5> (1.14)
We use det(u, 0, W) to denote the determinant whose columns contain the

components of vectors i, U, o, in the basis (€1, €3, €3). Again using coordi-
nates, it is possible to establish, for any , v, :

@ (7 x @) = det (i, U, 0), (1.15)
@ x (0 x @) = (@ - @)7 — (@ 0), (1.16)
TH = i det(if, ¥, @) + (¥ - )i — (@ - @) + (i - V)1b. (1.17)

From Eq. (1.15) it follows that @ x ¥ is orthogonal to @ and 9. Equation
(1.14) allows us to calculate the length of @ x ¢, and Eq. (1.15) gives its
orientation. We recall that a basis (, ¥, @) is said to be direct, or to have
the same orientation as (€1, €2, €3) if det(w, v, w) > 0, and to be inverse, or
to have other orientation if det(u, v, W) < 0. Equation (1.17) allows us to
establish that, if B = (@, ¢, ) is any orthonormal basis, then wow = i if
and only if B is direct, and @0 = —i if and only if B is inverse. So i is
strictly linked to the orientation of the physical space. To change ¢ to —i is
equivalent to changing the space orientation (it is the same for a plan). The
fact that ¢ rules the orientation of the physical space will play an important
role in the next chapters.

1.3.2 Pauli algebra

The Pauli algebra, introduced in physics as early as 1926 to account
for the spin of the electron, is the algebra of 2 x 2 complex matrices. It
is identical (isomorphic) to Cl3, but only as algebras on the real? field.

4. The dimension of the Pauli algebra is 8 on the real field, but only 4 on the complex
field.
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Identifying complex numbers to scalar matrices and the e; to the Pauli

5

matrices o; is® enough. So, z being any complex number, we have

z 0
z= (o Z) (1.18)
L (o1 . (o= . (10
61—0’1—(1()),62—0'2—(1, O>,€3—O'3—<0_1). (119)

This is fully compatible with all preceding calculations, because:

010903 = (é (Z)) =1, (1.20)
0109 = 103 ; 0203 =101 ; 0301 = i03. (1.21)

And then the reverse is identical to the adjoint matrix:
A= AT = (4% (1.22)

Consequently we shall equally name Cl3 “Pauli algebra” or “space algebra”.
This is not appreciated by a few users of Clifford algebras who have not
understood the power of isomorphisms.

1.3.3 Three conjugations are used

A = a+u+iv+ib is the sum of the even part A; = a+i¥ (quaternion) and
the odd part As = @+ ib. From this we define the conjugation (involutive
automorphism) A — A as

A=A, — Ay =a—i+iv—ib. (1.23)
This conjugation satisfies, for any element A and any B in Cls:
A+B=A+B ; AB=AB. (1.24)

It is the main automorphism of this algebra, and each Clifford algebra has
such an automorphism. From this conjugation and from the reversion we
form the third conjugation:

A=A'=a—id—iv+ib : A+B=A+B ; AB=BA. (1.25)

Composing, in any order, two of these three conjugations gives the third
one. Only A — A preserves the order of products; A — A and A — Af

5. This identifying process may be considered a lack of rigor, but in fact it is frequent
in mathematics. The same process allows us to include integer numbers into relative
numbers, or real numbers into complex numbers. To go without this process implies
very complicated notations. This identifying process considers the three o; as forming
a direct basis of the physical space.
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invert the order of products. Now a, b, ¢, d are any complex numbers and
cd

~ a* c* -~ d* —c* — d —b

AA =AA =det(A) =ad — be ; AAT = AT A = [det(A)]",
. =14, (1.27)

b
a* is the complex conjugate of a. We can prove® that for any 4 = (a ):

iT=—i; i=—i

Ty . 5. — 5= )
0, =0j; 0j=—05; 0j=—0j.

1.3.4 Gradient, divergence and curl

In Cl3 there exists one important differential operator, because all other
operators may be made with it:

5 . . d3 01 — iy,
a:q&+@@+%%:<mj@ 242) (1.28)

with 7
f: Ilgl + I2€2 + I3€3 3 8j = —. (129)

The Laplacian is simply the square of d:
A = (0))% + (92) + (05)? = 8. (1.30)

Applied to a scalar a, d gives® the gradient; and applied to a vector 1 it
gives both the divergence and the curl, also called rotational:

da = grad(a), (1.31)

Ji=0-U+i0xd ; 0-0=div(d@) ; 8 x @ =rot (7). (1.32)

6. The equality AA = AA is general in Clz. The equality AA = det(A) uses the
identification between numbers and scalar matrices, or equivalently the inclusion of real
numbers into the algebra.

7. This operator d is usually noted in quantum mechanics as a scalar product, for
instance & - V. From this useless scalar product many convoluted complications result.
Simple notations fully simplify calculations.

8. We use here the notations grad, div and rot that are probably unusual for most
of our lecturers, for two reasons: first these notations were in Louis de Broglie’s books.
Next we shall use the V = o9, symbol in the space-time algebra.
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1.3.5 Space-time in space algebra

With

2 =ct ; T=2te + 2% + 3¢ Oy = =, (1.33)

we let [2] [53]

b+ ix? 20— 23 (1.34)

0 3 .1 -2
. x +x0 xr —x
x:xo—i—x:( )

Then the space-time is made of the auto-adjoint part of the Pauli algebra

z O_gz. 2t =g, (1.35)
det(z) =2 =z -2 = (2°)2 = 2% = (2°)? — (z")? — (2®)%? — («®)%. (1.36)
The square of the pseudo-norm of any space-time vector ? is then simply the

determinant. Any element M of the Pauli algebra is the sum of a space-time
vector v and of the product with ¢ of another space-time vector w:

=T =

M = v+ iw, (1.37)
1

v:§(M+MT); vl =, (1.38)
1

iw:?M—MU;M:w (1.39)

Space-time vectors v and w are uniquely defined. We need two linked
differential operators:

V=0 — 3= 0",

V=8+d; c°=0o=1; o =—0j, j=1,2,3. (1.40)
They allow us to calculate the D’Alembertian:

VV = VV = (8)% — (81)% — (8,)% — (85)2 =0 (1.41)

1.3.6 Relativistic invariance

If M is any nonzero element in Cl3 and if R is the transformation from
the space-time into itself, which to any = associates x’ such that

o =2 + 7' = R(x) = MazM", (1.42)
we note, if det(M) # 0:
det(M) =re® | r=|det(M)|. (1.43)

9. We must notice that the pseudo-norm of the space-time metric comes not from a
scalar product, a symmetric bilinear form, but from a determinant, an antisymmetric
bilinear form. We are here very far from Riemannian spaces.
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We get then:
()2 — (@)% = (2"*)? = ()% = det(2) = det(MaM1)
= re? det(z)re " = r?[(2°)? — (2')? — (2?)% — (2%)?].  (1.44)
Then R multiplies by r any space-time distance and is called “Lorentz di-

lation with ratio 7”. If we let, with the usual convention summing the up
and down indices:

o' = Ria”, (1.45)
ab
WegetforM:< )750:
cd

2Ry = |a|® + |b]* + |c|* + |d|* > 0. (1.46)

2/ has then the same sign as ¥ at the origin: R conserves the arrow of
time. Furthermore we get (the calculation is in [13] A.2.4):

det(R") = . (1.47)

R conserves therefore the orientation of space-time and as it conserves the
time orientation it conserves also the space orientation.
Let f be the application which associates R to M. Let M’ be another
matrix, with:
det(M') =1 | R =f(M') ; 2" = MM (1.48)
We get
2 = MM = M (MeMYM'T = (M M)a(M' M),
RoR=f(M)o f(M)= f(M'M). (1.49)
f is then a homomorphism. If we restrict M to r # 0, f is a homomorphism
from the group (Cl%, x) into the group (D*, o), where D* is the set of
dilations with nonzero ratio. These two groups are Lie groups. (CI3, x)
is an 8-dimensional Lie group, because Cl3 is 8-dimensional. On the other
(D*,0) is only a 7-dimensional Lie group; one dimension is lost because the
kernel of f is not reduced to the neutral element: let § be any real number
and let M be

i _
M =¢'% = (6 ’ 09> : det(M) = e, (1.50)

we then get:

o =MaM' =e%re s = 1. (1.51)
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f(M) is therefore the identity and M belongs to the kernel of f, which is
a group with only one parameter 6, and we get only 7 parameters in D*:
6 angles defining a Lorentz rotation, plus the ratio of the dilation. For
instance, if

M = ¥t = ¢%[cosh(b) + sinh(b)a], (1.52)
then the R transformation defined in Eq. (1.42) satisfies

2’ = MaMT =7 (20 4 2toy 4+ 2209 + 2303)e? T

=221 (20 4 2loy) + 220y + 23 03). (1.53)
We then get
2" + a2’ o1 = €**(cosh(2b) + sinh(2b)ay ) (z° + z' o)
0= e**(cosh(2b)z” + sinh(2b)x") (1.54)
=2 (sinh(2b)z° + cosh(2b)z"), (1.55)
2% = e2022, (1.56)
B e2agd, (1.57)

We can recognize R as the product of a Lorentz boost with velocity v =
ctanh(2b) mixing the temporal component 20 and the spacial component
z' and of a homothety with ratio 2. Now if

M = b9 — ¢%cos(b) 4 sin(b)io], (1.58)
then the R transformation defined in Eq. (1.42) satisfies

7 = MaMt = e*ti91 (20 4 2lo) + 220y + 2P03)et b
— eQa[xO + {,E10'1 =+ eQbiol (1202 + {,E30'3)]. (159>
We then get

%00+ 305 = €2 “(cos(2b) + sin(2b)ioy ) (z° 02 + x°03),

20 = e?0, (1.60)
o/t = et (1.61)
2 = €2 ( cos(2b)z? + sin(2b)?), (1.62)
2 = e**( — sin(2b)z* + cos(2b)z?). (1.63)

We can recognize R as the product of a rotation with axis Oz; and angle
2b and a homothety with ratio e2®
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1.3.7 Restricted Lorentz group

If we impose now the condition det(M) = 1, the set of M is called
SL(2,C), and Eq. (1.44) becomes:

(@) = (@)% = (@)? = () = (%)% — (z1)? = (2?)® - (z})%. (1.64)

R is then a Lorentz rotation and the set of the R is the Lorentz restricted
group EL (conserving space and time orientation). With Eq. (1.50) we get:

, 0
1=¢? ;. 0=kor ; 5:/{# ;o M =+1. (1.65)

Remark 1: Quantum mechanics never distinguishes M from R, it con-
fuses SL(2,C) and EI_ and names “bi-valued representations of Ll” the
representations of SL(2,C). This comes mainly from the use in quantum
theory of infinitesimal rotations, so they work only in the vicinity of the
origin of the group, then they work not in the group but in the Lie algebra
of the group. And it happens that the Lie algebras of SL(2,C) and of El
are identical. SL(2,C) is the covering group of El. Globally SL(2,C) and
El are quite different, for instance any element reads e” in El and this is
false in SL(2,C). It is therefore intolerable to have neglected for so long
the fact that when an angle b is present in M, it is an angle 2b which is
present in R.

Remark 2: We are forced to distinguish the group of the M from the
group of the R, as soon as # is not null, because these two groups do not
have the same dimension and are not similar even in the vicinity of the
origin.

Remark 3: SL(2,C) contains as a subgroup the SU(2) group of the
unitary 2 x 2 complex matrices with determinant 1. The restriction of f
to this subgroup is a homomorphism from SU(2) into the SO(3) group of
rotations. The kernel of this homomorphism is also +1.

Remark 4: There are two non-equivalent homomorphisms from (C13, x)
into the group (D*,0). The second homomorphism fis defined by

o = R(z) = MM ; R=F(M). (1.66)
1.4 Clifford algebra Cl; 3 of the space-time

Cl; 3 contains real numbers and space-time vectors x,

x = 2% + 2l + 2%y + 28y = . (1.67)
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The four v, form an orthonormal basis ! of space-time:
(10)*=1: M)P=m)=08)°=-15 %-w=0, p#v. (L68)
The general term in Cl; 3 is a sum:
N =s4+v+b+pv+ps, (1.69)

where s is a real number, v is a space-time vector, b is a bivector, pv is a
pseudo-vector and ps is a pseudo-scalar. There are 1 +4+6+4+1=16 =
24 dimensions on the real field because there are 6 independent bivectors
Y01 = Y0V1, Y02, Y03, V12, V23, V31, and vj; = —7ij, j # @ and 4 independent
pseudo-vectors Yo12, Y023, Y031, Y123 and one pseudoscalar

DS =DPY0123 ; Y0123 = Y0V172735 (1.70)
where p is a real number.
The even part of N is s + b + ps, the odd part is v + pv. The main
automorphism is N > N=s—v+b— pv + ps.
The reverse of N is

N=s4+v—b—pv+ps. (1.71)

Amongst the 16 generators of Cl; 3, 10 have square —1 and 6 have square
1:
12 = 901 = 702" = 708" = 70° = 123” = 1,
712 = 722 = ’Y32 = 7122 = ’Y232 = 7312
= Y012 = 7023° = Y031° = Y0123° = — 1. (1.72)

Remark 1: If we use the + sign for the space, then we get 10 generators
with square 1 and 6 with square —1. The two Clifford algebras are not
identical. And yet there was until this work no known physical reason to
prefer one to the other algebra.

Remark 2: The even sub-algebra Cl; 3T, formed by all the even elements
N = s+ b+ ps, is 8-dimensional and is isomorphic to Cl3. We shall see this
in the next subsection by using the Dirac matrices.

The privileged differential operator, in Cl; 3, is:

=70, ; V’=v; YV=—1,i=123 (1.73)
It satisfies:
00 =0 = (99)* — (1) — (92)* — (03)2. (1.74)

10. Users of Clifford algebras are nearly equally divided between users of a + sign for
the time (Hestenes [39] [41]), and users of a — sign for the time (Deheuvels [33]). It
seems that no physical property of space-time shows a preference for one to the other.
We use here a + sign for the time which was Hestenes’s choice and it is the better choice
to include 4-dimensional space-time into the 6-dimensional space-time of chapter 7.
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1.4.1 Dsirac matrices

Most physicists do not use directly the Clifford algebra of space-time
but they use!! a matrix algebra, generated by the Dirac matrices. These
matrices are not uniquely defined. The best way 12 to link Cl; 3 to Cl3 is
to let:

01 10 ; 0 —o;
= 0 = N = N J = — . = J

Then we get:
0oV
7 (v 0) (1.76)

It is easy to satisfy:

—0j 0 —iUl 0 i 0
s = M = M = . 1
Yoj ( 0 aj)’ V23 < 0 —ial)’ Yo123 (O il (1.77)

Isomorphism between Clly3+ and Clz: Let N be any even element.
With:

N =a+ Bi+ps ; Bi=u1vi0+ u27v20 + usys0 + v1732 + v2713 + v3721,
ps = b0123, (1.78)
M=a+u+iv+ib; U =wuyi01+ us0os + uzos,

U = 0101 + V209 + V3073, (1.79)

Bi is a bivector and ps a pseudo-scalar in space-time. We get, with the
choice made in Eq. (1.75) for the Dirac matrices:

N = (1\04 %) . N = <? A%). (1.80)

Since the conjugation M +— M is compatible with the addition and the
multiplication, the algebra of the M is exactly isomorphic to the algebra of
the N. As N contains both M and M , the Dirac matrices combine both
inequivalent representations of C'3.

11. Generally the matrix algebra used is M4(C), an algebra on the complex field.
This algebra is 16-dimensional on the complex field and therefore it is also an algebra
on the real field. It is 32-dimensional on the real field. This is enough to prove that
M4 (C) # Cly 3.

12. This choice of the Dirac matrices is not the choice used in the Dirac theory to
calculate the solutions in the hydrogen atom case, but the choice used when high veloc-
ities and restricted relativity are required. It is also the usual choice in the electro-weak
theory. We shall see that it is also a convenient choice to solve the wave equation for the
hydrogen case.
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1.5 Clifford Algebra Cl; 5

We shall use also the Clifford algebra of a larger space-time with a 5-
dimensional space later in chapter 7. The general element z of this larger
space-time reads

z=a"L,=a"L, +2"Ly+2°Ls, (1.81)
n=> n=3

2 Lo =Y a"Ly; "L, =Y a"Ly, (1.82)
n=0 n=0

(2)? = (2°)" = (¢)* = (2%)? = (2°)% = (2)* - (2°). (1.83)

We link the preceding Cl; 3 space-time algebra to this greater algebra by
using the following matrix representation, = 0,1,2, 3:

AU AN (0 =14\ (01
e (08) () o) o

where I is the identity matrix for 4 x 4 matrices and i = 7125 (See
Eq. (1.77)). We always use the matrix representation Eq. (1.75). We get
_ _ (Y O )
L, =L,L,= , 1.85
w=tuto= (" (1.85)
Lywp = LuwL, = < 0 W”P) : (1.86)
Yurvp 0
Yo123 0 i0
L = Loi Loa = = 1.87
0123 01L23 ( 0 %123) (O i) ) (1.87)
—i0
Las = LsLs = 1.
w=nats=( 1), (1.89)
Iy 0
Lo123ss = LotasLas = . (1.89)
0 —1I4
The general term of this algebra reads
\IJ:\I/0—|—\IJ1+\I/2+\I/3+\IJ4+\I/5+\I/6; \IJOZSI&SGR, (190)
a=5
Uy = NLo, Wo= > N%Lg, U= > N"Ly,,
a=0 0<a<b<5 0<a<b<e<h
Vi= Y NI, Us= ) N%Lopege, (1.91)
0<a<b<e<d<h 0<a<b<ce<d<e<h

Ve = pLo123ss, p € R, (1.92)
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where N*"? are real numbers. We shall need in chapter 6:

1 I, 0
P+=§(Is+L012345)= ( N )7

00
_ 1 00
P = 5(18 — Lo12345) = (0 14) .

Now we consider six elements of this algebra:

Ao = LaLo12345 5 a=0,1,2,3,4,5.

We then get
0 —v 0 Iy 0—i
A, = ” Ay = A= =
S I ) N
Lap = —Aap, 0<a<b <5,
Lapea = Napea, 0 <a<b<c<d<5b,

Iy 0
Lo12345 = —Ao12345 = (61 —I4> ;

Lo = Ao12345A4.

23

(1.93)

(1.94)

(1.98)

(1.99)

These six A, are the generators of the L5 ; algebra since (1.96) implies

(A0)2 =-1 (Aa)2 =1, a= 1727374757

(1.100)

and the algebra generated by the A, is a sub-algebra of the algebra gener-
ated by the L,. Conversely Eq. (1.99) implies that we could start with the
A, and get the L, from them. This explains how Cl5; = Cl; 5. Vectors in
Cl; 5 are pseudo-vectors in Cls 1 and vice-versa and n-vectors in Cl; 5 are

(6-n)-vectors in Cls1. Then the sums of vectors and pseudo-vectors that

we shall need in chapter 7 are independent of the choice of the signature.
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Chapter 2

Dirac equation

We present here in two different frames the Dirac wave equation
for the electron. It is usually studied with the Dirac matrices. The
relativistic invariance nevertheless requires us to use the space algebra,
into which we rewrite all the Dirac theory. We get new tensors. We
study the link between the invariant form of the Dirac equation and the
Lagrangian density. We review the charge conjugation.

2.1 With the Dirac matrices

An important part of the standard model of quantum physics is the
Dirac wave equation. This comes from the fact that electrons, neutrinos and
quarks, are quantum objects with spin 1/2. The standard model explains
the spin 1/2 as a relativistic consequence of the Dirac wave equation. This
equation is intensively studied in this chapter and slightly modified in the
following chapter. The modified equation shall be generalized in chapter 6
as a wave equation for a pair electron+neutrino. Next this equation shall
also be generalized as a wave equation for all particles and antiparticles of
the first generation.

The starting point of Dirac’s work was the Pauli wave equation for the
electron, which used a wave with two complex components mixed by Pauli
matrices. The Schrédinger and Pauli wave equations include a first order
time derivative, and second order derivatives for the space coordinates. This
is inappropriate for a relativistic wave equation. So Dirac sought a wave
equation with only first order derivatives, giving at the second order the
equation for material waves. This necessitated the use of matrices as Pauli
had done. Dirac [34] understood that more components were necessary. His
wave equation proves that four components are enough. With the matrices

25
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in Eq. (1.75) this equation ! reads

0= V(D) + igA,) +imlip; = — ;5 m = 25 (2.1)

he h
with the usual convention summing up and down indices. The A, are
components of the space-time vector which is the exterior electromagnetic
potential, e is the charge of the electron and my is its proper mass. Even
with a well defined signature for the space-time, the matrices of the theory
are not uniquely defined. The choice we made in Eq. (1.75) allows us to
use the Weyl spinors £ and 1 which play a fundamental role, firstly for the
relativistic invariance of the theory and secondly for the Lochak’s theory
for a magnetic monopole [48] or the electro-weak interactions in chapter 6.
With them the wave 1 is the column-matrix:

=) e (@)= () 22)

The Dirac equation like the Schrédinger equation is a linear wave equation:
it contains only partial derivatives and products by matrices, so linear com-
binations of solutions are also solutions of the wave equation.

The starting point of G. Lochak’s monopole theory [48] is the existence
in the case of a null proper mass of a double gauge invariance. This is
possible because 7123 anti-commutes with each of the four v matrices. He
established that the Dirac equation could be invariant under this double
gauge invariance if the mass term was replaced by a non linear mass term.
And his gauge may be local if an adequate potential term is added:

1m(p?)c

wy _ 49
[v*(0, Buvys) + i

e (1 — iQ975)]Y = 0, (2.3)

where g is the charge of the monopole and the B,, are the pseudo-potentials
of Cabibbo and Ferrari. We will use later this mass term in a particular
case.

1. First works about the Dirac equation [30] [34] use an imaginary temporal variable
which allows us to use a ++-++ signature for space-time and avoids distinguishing co-
variant and contravariant indices. This brings also difficulties: the tensor components
are either real or pure imaginary. It also hides the fact that matrices of the relativis-
tic theory cannot be all hermitian. The algebra on the complex field generated by the
Dirac matrices is the My (C) algebra which is 16-dimensional on the complex field and
32-dimensional on the real field. Therefore this algebra cannot be isomorphic to the
Clifford algebra of space-time, 16-dimensional on the real field, even if we have used in
1.4.1 a sub-algebra of M4(C) to represent Cly 3 and to link Cly 3 to Cl3.
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2.1.1 Relativistic tnvariance

With the notations and results of paragraph 1.3.6 the transformation
R defined by Eq. (1.42) is a Lorentz dilation. With the N matrix and its
reverse N in Eq. (1.80) we get with the R in Eq. (1.42) and Eq. (1.45), for
any M and v =0,1,2,3 (a proof is in [13] A.2.2 ):

R~y" = NyYN. (2.4)

We get also
0

0= 5o Ou=RID: Ay=RIA,, (25)

and so we get:
0 =" (On +iqAy) +im]y
=[Y'R; (D) +igA’,) +im]y
= [NYy"N(9' +iqA")) + im]u.
If we restrict M to SL(2,C), we get MM = det(M) =1,s0 M = M~}
and N = N~! which allows us to write
[NV'N(&, 4 iqA") + imjp = N~ " (0, +iqA’,) + im]Nip.  (2.6)
So the Dirac theory supposes:
Y= N, (2.7)
and it gets
0= [y"(0u +iqA,) +imlp = N7 [y, +igd',) +im]y’.  (2.8)

This is why the Dirac equation is said to be form invariant under the Lorentz
group. We must remark:

1 — Only transformations of the restricted Lorentz group El are ob-
tained.

2 — The same v* matrices appear in the two systems of coordinates, the
z# system and the 2'" system. Dirac matrices are independent of the used
system; they do not depend on the moving observer seeing the wave. This
is very important for the extension of the theory to general relativity and
it is quite different from Hestenes’ study [41] where the v, form a variable
basis of space-time and change from one observer to another.

3 — £ and 7 change differently:

’ fl o M 0 § . ’ . I AT
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Left and right Weyl spinors are linked to each one of the two non-equivalent
representations of SL(2,C).

4 — Only one factor M or M appears in these last relations, whilst two
M factors are present in o’ = Mz M. In case of a rotation the wave turns
therefore only by # when we rotate by 26.

5 — It is somewhat incorrect to say that the Dirac equation is relativistic
invariant, while the equation is in fact form invariant under another group,
SL(2,C), which is not isomorphic to the Lorentz group.

Nevertheless for any relativistic object with a Dirac wave it is not pos-
sible to avoid the SL(2,C) group, therefore it is impossible to avoid the
algebra Cl3 which contains this group. Now we shall explain how we are
actually able to write the entire Dirac theory in the Cl3 frame.

2.2 The wave with the space algebra

Since the Clifford algebra of the physical space is the Pauli algebra, we
start again from Eq. (2.1) using the Weyl spinors ¢ and 7. With:

A= Ao + A%0y + A%03; A=A+ A, (2.10)
and with Eq. (1.75) the Dirac equation reads

0 V +iqA\ (¢ (&Y
(@ n iq;{ 0 > <77> +1m (77) =0. (2.11)

This gives the following system, equivalent to the Dirac equation:
(V +igA)n + imé = 0, (2.12)
(V + iqA)E 4 imn = 0. (2.13)
We take the complex conjugate of Eq. (2.13), then we multiply on the left
by 2—ioy:
(—ioa)(V* —igA*)E* — im(—ioa)n* = 0. (2.14)
But we have:

(—ioa)(V* — igA*) = (V —iqA)(—ioy). (2.15)

2. Whichever formalism is used to read the Dirac wave equation we can see that the
third direction is privileged, and we shall explain this further. The 12 or 21 planes are
also privileged, but indices 1 and 2 play the same role. When a i is added, it is the case
with the electric interaction and the electric gauge invariance, then indices 1 and 2 do
not play the same role because o1 is real while o2 is pure imaginary. Therefore the use
of o9 here is necessary.
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So Eq. (2.13) is equivalent to:
V(—io2€™) +iqA(io2&™) + im(ioan™) = 0. (2.16)

The system composed of Eqgs. (2.12) (2.13) is consequently equivalent to
one matrix® equation:

Vn —io2€™) +iqA(n i028™) +im(§ ioan™) =0. (2.17)

Now we let

b =V3E —ioa) = V2 (51 ‘”5) . (2.18)

&2 My
This gives
b =V2(n —iost*) =2 <771 _§2) : (2.19)
n2 &
and also

dos = V2(E o) i pos =2y ioaE"). (2.:20)
So Eq. (2.17) which is equivalent to the Dirac equation Eq. (2.1) reads
V¢ +iqAdos + im¢os = 0, (2.21)
which we shall write with

019 = 01092 = iO'3 y 021 = 0201 = —iO’g, (222)

0 =V + qAdais + mooya,
0 = Voo + qAd + mao. (2.23)

Even if this equation seems very different from the well known form
Eq. (2.1), it is necessary to insist on the fact that this wave equation
is strictly the Dirac equation.

3. This is possible because when we compute the product of two matrices we multiply
each column of the right matrix by the left matrix. Terms between brackets in Eq. (2.17)
are the column-matrices that we got separately in Eq. (2.12) and Eq. (2.16)

4. The indistinct ¢ in quantum theory which is the generator of the gauge invariance
is changed here into multiplication on the right by o12 = i3. This is interesting because
i3 is not the only element with square —1. In space algebra there are four independent
terms with square —1. These terms generate a Lie algebra which is exactly the Lie
algebra of the SU(2) x U(1) Lie group. Hestenes [40] was the first to use this Lie algebra
and to compare with the Lie group of electro-weak theory. We shall see in chapter 6
that the gauge group of the electro-weak theory does not have these generators. Then
the three dimensions of this SU(2) group shall be available in chapter 5 to explain the
existence of the three generations of fundamental fermions.
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2.2.1 Relativistic tnvariance

Under a dilation R defined by any M matrix satisfying Eq. (1.42) and
Eq. (1.43), we got in Eq. (2.9) ¢ = M, 7’ = Mn, and these relations are
satisfied not only in the particular case r = 1 and # = 0. Furthermore, we

get
o= . (01 d —c\ , (b—a) ,
oM _<1 O)(—b a)” _(d—c)”
ab\ (0-1\ , L
_<cd> <1 0)77 = M(—ioan™). (2.24)

¢ =2 —ioan) =2 (2 _T;Zé ) , (2.25)

. 1%
—1021

So with

the formulae in Eq. (2.9) are equivalent to
¢ = M. (2.26)
This signifies that the link between the Weyl spinors &, 7 and our ¢ is not

only relativistic invariant, it is also invariant under the greater group Cl3

of the invertible elements in Cl3. In addition, with
0 ; .
V=0t 0= s qo=0' =15 o) =—0j, j=1, 2,3, (227)

we get (see [13] A.2.1), for any M:

vV =MV'M, (2.28)
and the electric gauge invariance imposes then
gA =Mq A'M, (2.29)

which gives
0= Voo +qAd +me
=MV' Mooy + ¢ MA' M +me
=M(V'¢ o2 +q AP)+mo. (2.30)
Form invariance under Cl3 of the Dirac equation signifies that we have
0=V'¢on +qA¢ +m'¢; V'don +qA¢ =—m'd,
0=M(-m'¢)) +mop =—m'MM¢p +mae
= (=m're’ + m)p. (2.31)
We get then the invariance of the wave equation under the Cl3 group if and
only if
m =m're?. (2.32)

Evidently in the case where we restrict to r =1 and § = 0 we get m' = m.
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2.2.2 More tensors

Tensorial densities of the Dirac theory appear very different when the
Pauli algebra is used. We shall see this here only for tensors without deriva-
tives. The 16 tensorial densities previously known are always presented as
the only possible ones, as a result of the 16 dimensions of the algebra®
generated by the Dirac matrices. But that is completely wrong! (Detailed
calculations are in [15] appendix A). Invariants £2; and Qg satisfy

det(¢) = Q1 +iQy = pe'?, (2.33)

=95 b=l ; Qo=—iyy; 5= —ironrer  (2.34)

So p is the modulus and the Yvon-Takabayasi angle 3 is® the argument

of the determinant of ¢. And ¢ is invertible if and only if p # 0. The

calculation of components, using & and 7, gives:

J=J"e, = ¢ogg! 5 JH =yt (2.35)

K =K', = ¢os¢’ ; K" = y'ys1). (2.36)

But now we may see immediately that these two space-time vectors which

were known to be orthogonal and have opposite squares are part of a list
(Do, D1, Dy, D3) containing four space-time vectors:

Do=J; Di=¢o1¢"; Da=doagt; Dy=K.  (237)

The components of Dy and D5 are not combinations of the 16 quantities

known by the complex formalism. For a Lorentz dilation R defined by a M
matrix, the four D, vectors transform in the same way:

D, = ¢'0,¢" = (M@)o, (Me)t = Moo, Mt = MD,MT.  (2.38)
The D,, behave then as the space-time vectors . We shall say that they are

contravariant. They are also vectors with the same length. Furthermore,
they are orthogonal and form a mobile basis of space-time:

2D, - D, = D,D, + D, D,
= 40,6106, 0 + ¢0,¢1 65,6
= ¢oupe 5,6 + ¢oupe 5,0
= pe_w(b(crua, +0,0,)¢p = pe_iﬂ¢25w5
= 26,06 P ¢d = 26,,pe” " pe'”|
D, - Dy = b,,p%. (2.39)

5. This incorrect idea is one of many consequences of the confusion between real alge-
bras and complex algebras. The tensorial densities of the Dirac wave are real quantities,
not complex quantities.

6. This explains the +/2 factor that we put in Eq. (2.18) and Eq. (2.19).
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Of course, as we use the space-time of the restricted relativity, with the
choice of a + sign for the time, we get

500:1; 511:522:533:—1; 51“,:0,,[175% (240)

Among the ten relations in Eq. (2.39), only three were known and computed
with difficulty by the formalism of Dirac matrices:

JP=p*; K?’=—p*; J-K=0 (2.41)
For the S** tensor, we let:

S3 = 5230'1 + 5310'2 + 5120'3 + Sloial + S2Oi02 + 530i03, (242)

SHY = japyt ey ap. (2.43)
And we get:
S5 = ¢o3 . (2.44)
We see immediately that Ss is one of four analog terms
S, = ¢o,o. (2.45)
We have already encountered Sy, because:
So = ¢ood = ¢ = pe'’ = det(4). (2.46)

With the 4 D, that each have 4 components, Sy which has 2 components
and the 3 S; that each have 6 components, we get 36 components of tensors
without derivatives, instead of only 16 from 7 the complex formalism.

Under a dilation R defined by a M matrix, the S, are transformed into

Sl = ¢'0,8 = M¢o, M = M¢o,$ M = MS,M. (2.47)
We get as a particular case:
ple? = Sh = MSoM = Mpe'® M = pe® MM = pe'Pre®,
p=rp; B =p+0. (2.48)

The formulae in Eq. (2.47) are completely different from formulae giving the
transformation of two-ranked anti-symmetric tensors: S’7 = RS R7.SH.
As R}, is quadratic in M and multiplies each space-time length by r, the
presence of two R factors signifies a multiplication by r? while Eq. (2.47)

7. Using the linear space of the linear applications from Cl3 into Cl3, which is 64-
dimensional, we can establish [11] that the 64 terms of a particular basis can be split
into 28 = 8 X 7/2 terms forming a basis of the Lie algebra of the O(8) Lie group,
and 36 = 9 x 8/2 terms which gives the 36 components of tensors without derivatives.
The number 36 is not random. The 16 tensorial components previously known are the
invariant ones under the electric gauge.
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is quadratic in M and multiplies the length only by r. We can consider
the two formalisms as equivalent only if we restrict the invariance to the
EI_ and SL(2,C) groups, where > = r = 1. To consider the invariance
under the greater and consequently more restrictive, Cl5 group implies
abandoning the formalism of Dirac matrices! The Pauli algebra is not
only simpler than the algebra of Dirac matrices, it is the only formalism
allowing us to formulate the greater group of invariance. Calculations with
only Dirac matrices and without Clifford algebra are also as dangerous as
calculations of relativistic physics with absolute space and time, without
Lorentz transformations.

2.2.3 Plane waves

We study the simpler case, where the interaction with exterior fields
is negligible. We can then take A = 0. The Dirac equation, in the Pauli
algebra, is reduced to

Vboa +me = 0. (2.49)
We consider a plane wave with a phasis ¢ such as:
¢ =goe” 77 5 o =muy,z". (2.50)
We shall use the reduced speed space-time vector:
v=c"v,, (2.51)
¢p is a fixed term, which gives
Voo = U“Bu(q%e_“"””)agl = —mvg. (2.52)
Consequently the wave equation Eq. (2.49) is equivalent to
¢ = vo. (2.53)
Conjugating, this is equivalent to
b = 0o (2.54)
Combining now the two preceding equalities, we get
¢ = (V) = (v0)p = (v- V)¢ (2.55)
So we must have
l=v-v=032—-77, (2.56)

v2=147%; vy==2V1+7> (2.57)
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with a priori two possibilities for the sign. The minus sign implies a nega-
tive energy for the particle; this was at the beginning a disappointment for
Dirac. It is impossible to suppress these troublesome negative energies. For
instance they are necessary if we want to write any wave as a sum of plane
waves using the Fourier transform. After the discovery of the positron, a
particle with the same mass and a charge opposite to the charge of the
electron, these plane waves with negative energy were associated to the
positron, even though positrons seem to have a proper energy equal to, not
opposite to the energy of the electron.

2.3 The Dirac equation in space-time algebra

Equation (2 21) and its conjugation give:
Vo = qAdoas +mdoar ;. Vo = qAdoas +mdoa. (2.58)

We let now
(20} [0 A
‘1’—<og>’ —<g0 , (2.59)
and we get
oV — 0 Vo I qApo2 + meoa
V¢ 0 qApoa +m¢021 0

(s >< N )2 (5 0) em

Equation (1.75) gives:

B B 0 o1 0 o2\ [(—0102 0 (021 0
M= =0 o) \py0) T 0 —o02) \0 o2/’
_[(e0\/0I\ (0¢
Uy = (0 8) (I 0) = (g 0) ) (2.61)

then Eq. (2.60) reads

oV = qA\IJ’YlQ + m\IJ’Y(nQ, (262)
which is the Hestenes’s form of the Dirac equation [41]. But the interpre-
tation of Hestenes considers the four v, as a basis of space-time, while the
Dirac theory considers them as fixed. Since the relativistic form invariance

of the Dirac wave comes from the implicit use of the Cl3 algebra, we get
with Eq. (1.76), Eq. (2.26) and Eq. (2.59)

/ ¢’ (Mé 0\ (MO [s0)
o= (12) () () (e om
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2.4 Invariant Dirac equation

The form invariance of the Dirac theory uses V = MV’ M. Since ¢ =

M ¢ implies 5/ = ¢ M the factor M on the left side of Eq. (2.30) induces

considering a multiplication by ¢ on the left side of the wave equation.

When and where p # 0, ¢ is® invertible and if we multiply by ¢ the Dirac
equation is equivalent to

(V)oar + ¢qA¢ + mop = 0. (2.64)

Under the Lorentz dilation R defined by an element M in Cl3 by Eq. (1.42)
we get Eq. (2.26), Eq. (2.28) and Eq. (2.29) which imply
E(Vé/f’\)gm = E(MV/M@UH = 5/(V’$’)021, (2.65)
GqAG =6 Mg A Mo =3¢ Ad. (2.66)
The two first terms of Eq. (2.64) are then form invariant and the mass term
is also form invariant if we have

meoo = m’ggb/ =m'¢ MM = re®®m/¢¢, (2.67)
which is equivalent to Eq. (2.32). This mass term reads
meop = my + imQs. (2.68)

it is then the sum of a scalar and a pseudo-scalar term. The second term
of the invariant Dirac equation Eq. (2.64) has another peculiarity: it is a
space-time vector because it is self-adjoint:

. ~ o~ _T —_— o~
(PqAd)t = ¢TqATY = GqAg. (2.69)
We can then let
PqAG =V +V =Vto,, (2.70)

where V' is a space-time vector. Ounly the first term of Eq. (2.64) is general,
but we can also find its peculiarities with

1~ ~

3(V6) = 5[6(V) + GV)A + 5[6(V0) - GV)3,  (271)
SB(V9) + (BV)3) = 50,(30"3) = v = v¥a,. (272)
LBVE) —~ BV)3) = iw = iura, (273

8. This condition is not severe: we shall see in Appendix C that the inverse exists
everywhere for each solution of the Dirac equation for the H atom; that is the most
complicated calculation and the best success of the Dirac equation.
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where v and w are two space-time vectors, because v' = v and (iw)" = —jw.
This gives
E(V(Jﬁ)Ugl :(’U + i’LU)O'Ql
= +vloy +vioe+vios +iw’ +wlioy +w?ics +wios) (—ios)

=w? 4+ v20) — vlog + wlos +i(—v + wloy — wloy —1003).

(2.74)

Therefore the Dirac equation is equivalent to the system

0=w®+V° 4 mQy, (2.75)
0=0v?+V% (2.76)
0=—v'+V2 (2.77)
0=uw’+V? (2.78)
0= —v>+mQy, (2.79)
0 =w?, (2.80)
0=—w', (2.81)
0= —2". (2.82)

First the gauge invariance concerns only four of the eight equations, those
containing the V#. This is a consequence of the fact that classical elec-
tromagnetism is based on the absence of magnetic monopoles, as we will
explain further. Less evident and of great importance in the Dirac theory,
the first equation is exactly £ = 0 because (a detailed calculation is in
appendix A.1):

£ = S (~i0 + a4,)0) + (F7* (=i + aAu))T] +
=w® + VO 4+ mQy. (2.83)

It is well known that by varying the £ Lagrangian density we get the Dirac
wave equation. Moreover the fact that the Dirac equation is homogeneous
implies that £ = 0 when the Dirac equation is satisfied. Here we get the
reciprocal situation, the equation £ = 0 is one of the wave equations and
the Lagrangian formalism is a consequence® of the wave equation. The

9. Each law of movement, in classical mechanics and in electromagnetism, may be
obtained from a Lagrangian mechanism. We know nowadays that this comes from the
Lagrangian form and from the universality of quantum mechanics. But where does
the Lagrangian form of quantum mechanics come from? Here we see this as totally
determined since the Lagrangian density is the scalar part of the wave equation and
since the Lagrangian formalism implies the wave equation.
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four equations containing the symmetric part v of E(Vg/b\) are respectively,
for indices 0, 3, 2, 1 and the D,, of Eq. (2.37) (see A.2.6):

0=V Dy, (2.84)
0=V D3+ 2mQy, (2.85)
0=V-Dy—2gA- Dy, (2.86)
0=V Dy+2gA-Dy. (2.87)

Equation (2.84) is the equation of conservation of probability. It is now
exactly one of the eight equations equivalent to the Dirac wave equation.
Equation (2.85) is known as the relation of Uhlenbeck and Laporte. Equa-
tion (2.86) and Eq. (2.87) indicate that the Dy and Dy space-time vectors
are not gauge invariant; the electric gauge transformation induces a rota-
tion in the D — Dy plane. In spite of its peculiar aspect the invariant
equation appears as the true wave equation since it is form invariant and
since it has so many interesting aspects.

2.5 Charge conjugation

Many years after the discovery of electrons the positrons were also dis-
covered. The only difference between these particles is the sign of the
charge, negative for the electron, positive for the positron. From the Dirac
equation of a particle Eq. (2.1), quantum theory gets the wave equation of
the antiparticle as follows. The wave of the electron is denoted as 1. and
the wave of the positron is denoted as 1,. We take the complex conjugate
of Eq. (2.1):

0= [""(Ou — igAu) — im]e;. (2.88)
Since Eq. (1.75) gives yoy** = —y#v9, u = 0,1, 2, 3, multiplying Eq. (2.88)
by iv2 on the left we get

0= —[y"(9u —igA,) + im]irar;. (2.89)

Therefore, up to an arbitrary phase, quantum theory supposes
Vp = iy, (2.90)
0= [y"(9u — iqAy) + im]ey. (2.91)

Using Eq. (2.2) and indices e for the electron and p for the positron
Eq. (2.90) reads

glp 00 01 gfe
Eap 00 —-10 &

= ° |, 2.92
Mp 0-100] | (292)
77217 1 O 0 O T];e
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Eip = Mer E2p = Mo Mp = =565 M2p = &l (2.93)

Now with Eq. (2.38) and indices e for the electron and p for the positron
we get

5. =3 (Ule —€§e> . Gy =2 (Wlp —Sp) ' (2.94)

2e gfe 2p fikp
Then Eq. (2.90), which is equivalent to Eq. (2.93), is also equivalent to
bp = deor, (2.95)
bp = —de01. (2.96)

Charge conjugation is then involutive.



Chapter 3

The homogeneous nonlinear wave
equation

We discuss the question of negative energies. We prove that with our
wave equation all usual plane waves have a positive energy. We study
the relativistic invariance, which introduces a greater invariance group,
and a second space-time manifold. We discuss the charge conjugation.
We explain how this nonlinear wave equation gets the quantification and
the true results in the case of the H atom.

When Dirac was deriving his wave equation he was hoping to get a
wave equation without the negative energies which came from the relativis-
tic Klein—Gordon equation. But his wave equation also had solutions with
negative energies since two signs are possible in Eq. (2.57). When positrons
were discovered six years later, solutions with negative energy were asso-
ciated to positrons and considered as a splendid success of the new wave
equation. But the creation of an electron-positron pair necessitates an
amount of energy: + 2 x 511 keV. The link between the positron and
negative energy implies an interpretation in another theoretical frame and
is now understood only with the second quantification and a complicated
reasoning.

But it is possible to solve the problem of the non-physical negative
energy with a simple modification to the Dirac equation: We replace the
¢ term in the invariant Dirac equation Eq. (2.64) by the modulus p of this
term:

B(V$)oa1 + 6qAd +mp = 0. (3.1)
Multiplying by the left by ¢ ! we get with p = e P¢¢ the equivalent
equation

Vooa1 + qAd +me B¢ = 0. (3.2)
Equation (3.1) and Eq. (3.2) are the two main forms of the wave equa-
tion that we study in this chapter. We firstly obtained this wave equation
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from the wave equation for a magnetic monopole of G. Lochak Eq. (2.3),
suppressing the potential term:
Lm(p?)e

12 _

(1 — iQ275)]Y = 0. (3.3)

When we choose

Lm(p?)e  im

2 h p’
this equation becomes:
(70, + ime~ P13y = 0. (3.4)

Since the Yvon-Takabayasi § angle is electric gauge invariant, it is perfectly
possible to add an electric potential term this gives [7]:

V(O + igA) + ime =]y = 0. (3.5)

This wave equation is nonlinear, because § depends on the value of ¢. It is
homogeneous, because if we multiply a solution 1 by a fixed real number k,
[ does not change, so k1) is also a solution of the equation. Our equation has
many common properties with the Dirac equation. We must immediately
say that, if 3 is null or negligible ime™"#7 ~ im then Eq. (3.5) has the
Dirac equation as a linear approximation.

To write this equation in the Pauli algebra, we proceed as with the Dirac

equation
0 V+igA) (¢ (e BT 0 &\
(@-l—iqg 0 ><77 m 0 efr)\n) (36)

This gives the following system, equivalent to Eq. (3.5):
(V 4 iqA)n + ime~ "¢ =0, (3.7)
(@ + iqzzl\)f +ime'Pn = 0. (3.8)

Using the process explained in Sec. 2.2 the homogeneous nonlinear equation
becomes [9]

Vo + qAdors +me Poars = 0, (3.9)

which is equivalent to Eq. (3.2) or to the invariant equation Eq. (3.1). The
differential term ¢(V¢)o2; and the gauge term ¢gA¢ are those of the linear
wave equation and the only change is in the mass term where ¢¢ = Q1 +is
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is replaced by p = \/Q% + Q3. We therefore get instead of Eq. (2.75) to
Eq. (2.82) and with notations of chapter 2 the system:

0=w®+ V4 mp, (3.10)
0=1v?+V* (3.11)
0=—v'+V? (3.12)
0=uw"+V3, (3.13)
0= —v (3.14)
0= w?, (3.15)
0=—w, (3.16)
0=—2". (3.17)

As with the Dirac equation, the scalar equation Eq. (3.10) gives the La-
grangian density:
1, — _ — )
0= L= [(07"(=i0u + gAu)¥) + (P (=i0u + qAu)¥) ] + mp
=w® +V°+mp. (3.18)
Therefore the double link between wave equation and Lagrangian density

is the same as with the linear wave equation. Similarly Eq. (3.17) is still
the law of conservation of the probability density.

3.1 (Gauge invariances

Since the differential term and the gauge term are the same and since
the mass term is gauge invariant, the homogeneous nonlinear wave equation
is also invariant under the electric gauge which reads in the Pauli algebra

O ¢ =0T Ay Ay = A, - 3@»&- (8.19)

The conservative current linked to the electric gauge invariance Eq. (3.19)
by Noether’s theorem is here also the probability current J = Dy, and
Eq. (3.17) is exactly the conservation law Eq. (2.84).
But the homogeneous nonlinear equation allows a second, global, gauge
invariance:
b ¢ =G drrd =€ Dua=0, (3.20)
which gives
pel? = 5 e = 5 = P = 420,
p—=p =p; BB =78+ 2a. (3.21)
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We shall see in chapter 6 that this second gauge is part of the electro-weak
gauge group. Since Eq. (3.20) is also the chiral! gauge coming from the
magnetic monopole of G. Lochak [46] we get his result on the associated
current: Noether’s theorem implies the existence of another conservative
current, K = D3 (see [15] B.1.3), and this replaces the Uhlenbeck and
Laporte relation Eq. (2.85) by the conservative law:

0=V-Ds. (3.22)

This is, along with the change in the Lagrangian density and the scalar
equation, the only change: the 6 other equations are unchanged. Since the
chiral gauge multiplies ¢ by €%, ¢ is multiplied by e~, the Weyl spinor &
is multiplied by €!® and 7 is multiplied by e~ [48]. The generator i of the
chiral gauge is exactly the ¢ of the Pauli algebra which rules the orientation
of the physical space (see Sec. 1.3.1). Since we have lost linearity the
sum ¢1 + ¢2 of two solutions of Eq. (3.1) is not necessarily a solution of
Eq. (3.1). But since the equation is homogeneous and invariant under the
chiral gauge, if ¢ is a solution and z is any complex number then z¢ is also
a solution of Eq. (3.1). This property, true for the Schrodinger equation
and the 7 of the electric gauge, is not true for the Dirac equation in Cl3.

3.2 Plane waves

We repeat what has been done in Sec. 2.2.3 for the linear equation. Our
equation is now reduced, for A = 0, to:

Vo +me Ppors = 0. (3.23)
If we consider a plane wave with a phase ¢ satisfying
¢ = doe” ¥ 5 p=mu,at; v=oc"y,, (3.24)

where v is a fixed reduced speed and ¢ is also a fixed term, we get:

Vo = a“@u(q%e—“"””) = —mudois. (3.25)
Equation (3.23) is then equivalent to
¢ = ePug, (3.26)
or to
b = e Pog, (3.27)

1. The electric gauge multiplies £ and 1 by the same factor e*® while the chiral gauge
multiplies £ by e*® and 1 by e~**. This gauge is a local one in Lochak’s theory as well
as in the electro-weak theory.
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which implies

¢ = ePu(eFT¢) = v = (v-v)o. (3.28)

So, if ¢ is invertible, we must take
l=v-v=0—-77, (3.29)
vE=14+7; v=+V147? (3.30)

which is the expected relation for the reduced speed of the particle. Fur-
thermore, with the nonlinear equation, we have:

Do = 66 = (evg)o! = ePv(pgT) = ePvpe " = vp. (3.31)
So we get
DY = po°, (3.32)
and since DY and p are always positive, Eq. (3.30) is obtained only if

vo = V147> (3.33)

This proves that the replacement of ¢¢ by p in the mass term of the in-
variant equation is enough to rid the Dirac theory of unphysical negative
energies in the electron case.

3.3 Relativistic invariance

With a Lorentz dilation R with ratio r = | det(M)] satisfying
a' = R(z) = MaM' | det(M)=re | ¢/ =M¢
V=MV'M; qA=DMqAM, (3.34)
we have also

pe? = det(¢)) = ¢'¢ = Mo M = Mpe'M

= MMpe'® = repe? = rpetP+9) (3.35)
o =rp, (3.36)
B =p+0. (3.37)

And so we get:

I
o ol o
=
<
<)
<
N
_l’_

o
<|
.Q\
=
<)
<)

_l’_

3
hS)

(V'¢)oo1 + & ¢ A'@ +mp. (3.38)
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The homogeneous nonlinear equation is form invariant under C3, the group
of invertible elements in Cls, if and only if

mp=m'p, (3.39)
mp =m'rp. (3.40)

We get then the form invariance of the wave equation under C15 = GL(2,C)
if2 and only if

m =m'r. (3.41)

What is the significance of this equality for physics? If the true invariance
group for the electromagnetism is not only the Lorentz group, and not
even its covering group, but the greater group Cl3, similar things to what
happens when we go from Galilean physics to relativistic physics must also
occur: there are fewer invariant quantities. The proper mass mg and p are
both invariant under Lorentz rotations. Under Lorentz dilations induced
by all M matrices, m and p are no longer separately invariant; it is the
product mp alone which is invariant

mp=m'rp=m'p. (3.42)

What does the invariance of mp mean? It is the product of a reduced mass
and a dilation ratio which is invariant. A reduced mass m = moc/h is
proportional to the inverse of a space-time length, which is a frequency.
This is exactly what E = hv says. Otherwise, the existence of Planck’s
constant is linked to the fact that m and p are not separately invariant,
but only their product is. Or again, the existence of Planck’s constant is
linked to the invariance under the C3 group, greater than the invariance
group of the restricted relativity. Somewhere we can say: the existence
of Planck’s constant was not fully understood from the physical point of
view. To consider this greater invariance group will enable us to see things
otherwise and to understand why there is a Planck constant.

The invariance of the mp product has also another consequence. If we
restrict the invariance to the subgroup of Lorentz rotations, m is invariant.
Since the product mp is a constant, this implies that p has a physically

2. The simplification that we see here, from Eq. (2.32), is a powerful argument for
the homogeneous nonlinear equation. A factor e’ in the mass term is not annoying
because min = |m|?. But it indicates a lack of symmetry, and it explains by itself why
the greater group of invariance Cl3 was not previously seen. The form invariance of the
electromagnetism, which we shall study in the next chapter, and the form invariance of
the Dirac theory, are fully compatible only with the homogeneous nonlinear equation
and this transformation of masses.
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determined value. But if we multiply ¢ or ¢ by a real constant k, p is mul-
tiplied by k2. To say that p has a physically determined value is equivalent
to saying that the wave is normalized, or that, in a way or another, there
is a physical condition which fixes the amplitude of the wave. We shall use
this in chapter 9.

With the wave equation Eq. (3.2) we get the invariance of the wave
equation under C'13 with the condition

m=m'r. (3.43)

We had implicitly considered previously r and p on the same footing, this
is natural since p’ = rp. More generally: There is no difference of
structure between the M defining the dilation R and the ¢ wave,
which are both complex 2 x 2 matrices, elements of the space
algebra Cl3. More precisely ¢ is a function from space-time with
value into Cl3. Consequently ¢, as M, can define a Lorentz dilation
D, with ratio p, by:

D:y—x=q¢yo. (3.44)

And the components Dy, of the four D, are just the 16 terms of the matrix
of the dilation because

r=alo, = oy oot =y ool =y'D, = y’"Dho,; ot = Dhy”. (3.45)

There is no difference between the product M’M which gives the
composition of dilations R’ o R and the product M¢ which gives
the transformation of the wave under a dilation, and this induces
then a composition of dilations Ro D:

o' = MaM' = Meyot Mt = (Mo)yy(Me)t = ¢y (3.46)

This signifies that the y introduced into Eq. (3.44) does not change, either
seen by the observer of z or by the observer of 2’. It is independent of the
dilation defined by any M.

And since ¢ is function of z, the D dilation is also a function of x,
and varies from point to point in space-time: y is not an element of the
global space-time, only of the local space-time. So we must see y as the
general element of the tangent space-time, at x, to a space-time manifold
which depends only on the wave, not on the observer, which we will name
intrinsic manifold. On the contrary the dilation depends on the observer:
the observer of x sees D, the one of 2’ sees D' = Ro D.

At each point of the space-time we have then not one but two space-
time manifolds, and two different affine connections: the manifold
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of the z and 2/, for which each relativistic observer is associated to a
Lorentzian tangent space-time, and another manifold, this of the y on which
we will study a few properties. We shall generalize this result in chapter 6.
The wave equations that we shall get for the electron4neutrino pair and
for electron+neutrino+quarks are not a generalization of the linear wave
equation but a generalization of the homogeneous nonlinear equation.

3.4 Charge conjugation

We start again from the usual link between the wave of the particle
and the wave of the antiparticle, Eq. (2.90) in the frame of Dirac matrices
and Eq. (2.95) in the space algebra. The homogeneous nonlinear equation
Eq. (3.2) is

V@ng + quASE + me~Pep, = 0. (3.47)
We also have
peelﬂe = (beae' (3.48)
This gives
pee’ = 6eb, = 6p(=01)(Gp01)T = i, = —ppe’. (3.49)
Therefore Eq. (3.47) reads
Vp01091 + qAdy,o1 +m(—e” ) (=ppo1) = 0. (3.50)
Multiplying by o1 on the right this is equivalent to
—Vépo21 + AP, + me*iﬂpgbp =0. (3.51)

Now multiplying by ap on the left we get the invariant form of the wave
equation for the positron:

3,V 0p021 + 4B, Ady + mpp = 0. (3.52)
This means that only the differential part of the wave equation is changed.
Instead of the system Eq. (3.10) to Eq. (3.17) we get now

0=—w?+V°+mp, (3.53)
0=—v?+VH (3.54)
0=0'+V? (3.55)
0=—uw’4V? (3.56)
0=1v?, (3.57)
0= —w? (3.58)
0=uw', (3.59)
0 =" (3.60)
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So the charge conjugation does not really change the sign of the charge nor
the sign of the mass, only the sign?® of the differential term of the wave
equation. Only v* and w* change sign. Therefore the Lagrangian density
which is the scalar part of the wave equation becomes

L= —%[(%‘L(—i@# = qA)Y) + (0" (—i0y — gA)Y)'] +mp
=—w® + V% +mp. (3.61)

The positive mass-energy of the positron is exactly opposite to the nega-
tive energy-coefficient of the stationary # state. The homogeneous nonlinear
wave equation solves then the puzzle of the sign of the energy in a much
more understandable way than second quantization: we have the negative
coefficient F necessary to obtain the Fourier transformation, but the true
density of energy is 7§ which remains positive.

Since Eq. (3.52) may be formally gotten from Eq. (3.1) by changing z*
into —z* which is the PT transformation, the CPT theorem of quantum
field theory is trivial.

Since the Dirac equation is the linear approximation of the homogeneous
nonlinear wave equation, we get the Dirac equation of the positron from
the nonlinear equation by changing the mass term. But we must account
for the fact that 3, ~ m and p, ~ —Q1,. The linear approximation of the
homogeneous nonlinear wave equation is then:

O = _apvapoél + qapA(gp + mp = _apvapoél + qapAap - lep7
(3.62)

0= —Vpo0 + qAd, — md,. (3.63)

We have, for the sign of E and T{), the same results as for the nonlinear
equation: FE is negative but T is positive. There is no longer a problem with
the negative energy. Consequently we do not need the second quantization
to solve the problem.

3. The electric gauge invariance is gotten, in place of Eq. (3.19), as ¢p — ¢>;, =
bpe®s and Ay — Al = A, — %(—aua) = A, — L 9,a. Therefore the positron appears
as having a charge opposite to the charge of the electron. In fact it is not ¢ but dua
which changes sign.

4. The study of plane waves in the case of the positron gives in place of Eq. (3.26):
Op = —eiﬁpvaﬁp, $p = —e Py, ¢p = v0dp. We now get Do = —vpp and then
D8 = —ppv0. Therefore we get 10 = —/1 + 2: v9 and F are then negative.
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3.5 The Hydrogen atom

Quantum mechanics got quantized energy levels by solving the
Schrodinger equation in the case of the hydrogen atom, an electron “turn-
ing” around a proton. The quantification was a brilliant result, but the
other results were not so good. The energy levels were not accurate, and
the number of states for a principal quantum number n was n? when 2n?
states were awaited.

We put the detailed calculation in Appendix C, it is very beautiful but
also very difficult. We resume here conclusions. Our study of the solutions
for the homogeneous nonlinear equation proves that a family of solutions
may exist, labeled by the same quantum numbers appearing in the linear
Dirac theory, and that these solutions of the nonlinear equation are very
close to the solutions of the linear equation because the Yvon—Takabayasi
angle is everywhere defined and small. We recall here that the existence
of the Yvon—Takabayasi angle is equivalent to the existence of the inverse.
For these solutions the inverse exists everywhere.



Chapter 4

Invariance of electromagnetic laws

The group of Lorentz dilations induced by the CI3 group is also
the invariance group of electromagnetic laws. This is established for
the electromagnetism of Maxwell-de Broglie, with photons, and for the
electromagnetism with magnetic monopoles.

The laws of Maxwell’s electromagnetism in the void are not invariant un-
der the invariance group of mechanics. Putting at the center of his thought
the invariance of the speed of light, Einstein replaced, for all physics, the
invariance group of mechanics by a greater group, containing translations
and rotations, but also the Lorentz transformations including space and
time. When an invariance group is replaced by another, greater group,
there are fewer invariants, for instance the mass and the impulse are no
longer invariant; only the proper mass remains invariant. And there is a
grouping of quantities, for instance the electric field and the magnetic field
become parts of the same object, the electromagnetic tensor field. Energy
and impulse become parts of the same impulse-energy vector.

The existence of particles with spin 1/2 shows us that the group of
Lorentz transformations is still too small, and we must use another greater
group, SL(2,C), itself a subgroup of the group GL(2,C) = CI5 made of
the invertible elements of the space algebra. Since Cl3 is naturally linked
to the geometry of the physical space and SL(2,C) is not, this implies that
Cl3 is the true invariance group, not only of the Dirac equation, but also of
all physical laws and this is what we will look at now for electromagnetism.

4.1 Maxwell-de Broglie electromagnetism

Louis de Broglie worked out a quantum theory of light [31] [32] where
the wave of the photon is built by fusion of two Dirac spinors. The electric

49
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field E, the magnetic field H , the electric potential V', and the potential
vector A follow Maxwell’s laws in the vacuum, supplemented by mass terms:

10H - - - - 10V L
——y = 1ot(E) ; div(f) =0 H=rot(d) ; ——-+div(d) =0
1%—? = rot(ﬁ) +k2A; div(E) = —kV; E= oA grad(V')
C

(4.1)

The ko = moc/h term contains the proper mass mg of the photon. That
term is certainly very small, since there has been very little time dispersion
for light emitted millions of years ago. But Louis de Broglie answered those
who think the photon mass exactly null that no physical experiment can
prove a quantity to be exactly, with an infinite accuracy, equal to another
one. To write! these Maxwell-de Broglie equations into space algebra, we
let:

P =ct; A=V; A=A+ A; F=E+iH. (4.2)

The seven equations Eq. (4.1) group together into only two equations:
F=VA, (4.3)
VF = —k2A. (4.4)

Because Eq. (4.3) reads:
E+iH = (9 — 8)(A° — A),
0+ E+iH +0i = (30A° + 8- A) + (—8pA — GA®) +id x A+0i. (4.5)
This equation is equivalent to the system obtained by separating the scalar,
vector, pseudo-vector and pseudo-scalar parts:

10V 1
- 104
E = T grad(V), (4.7)
H = rot(A). (4.8)

Similarly Eq. (4.4) gives:
(8 + 9)(E +iH) = —k3(A° — A),
OE +i0H +0-E+idx E+i(d-H+idx H) = —k2(A° — A), (4.9)
- E+0E—-dxH+i(OoH+0xE)+id-H=—k}A" + k2A.

1. To read the electromagnetic field as E +iH is archaic. We will remark that the i
here is the generator of the chiral gauge, it is not the ¢ of quantum mechanics, generator
of the electric gauge.
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Separating, as previously, the scalar, vector, pseudo-vector and pseudo-
scalar parts, this is equivalent to:

div(E) = —k2V, (4.10)
10E - -
—ar rot(H) = k2 A, (4.11)
10H L

div(H) = 0. (4.13)

These equations reduce to Maxwell equations in the vacuum, plus the
Lorentz gauge condition, if the proper mass of the photon is null. We
get then, in place of Eq. (4.4): VF = 0.

4.1.1 Invariance under CI; and numeric dimension

With Maxwell-de Broglie electromagnetism the potential terms V' and
A are not simple tools for calculations, but are parts of physical quantities
of the wave of the photon, as much as E and H. How do these quantities
vary under a rotation, vary under a Lorentz dilation with ratio not equal
to 17

Since Maxwell’s laws of electromagnetism in the vacuum are invariant,
not only under the group of Lorentz transformations, but also under the
conformal group, which contains in addition inversions and dilations, we
will suppose that, under a Lorentz dilation R with ratio r, generated by an
M matrix satisfying Eq. (1.42), the electromagnetic field transforms as:

F' = MFM~* (4.14)
If we write then M as M = /re'2 P, where P is an element of SL(2,C),
we have P~! = P and we get:

. 1 Lo — _
= \/FBZ%PFWB_Z%P = PFP. (4.15)

which is the same transformation as if the dilation was induced only by P,
that is to say it was a Lorentz transformation. So Eq. (4.14) is such that
the electromagnetic field depends neither on 7, nor on : the presence of
the C13 group is as discreet as possible.

Equation (4.14) is form invariant if we have

V'F = -k’ A (4.16)
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We also have:

V=MV'M; V=MVM; V' =MH)"'UM " (4.17)
We then get:
—K)PA =V'F = (M) "M MFM !
= (MM 'WFM™ = (M) (—kZA)M . (4.18)

Moreover ko = rk{ since m = rm’ is required by the invariance of the
homogeneous nonlinear 2 We then get:

—K)PA = (MY (—r2K 2 A) MY,
A = (M) 're " Are® Mt
= (MY '"MIMAMMM
= MAM, (4.19)
A= MAM'. (4.20)
which means that, contrary to gA which transforms as V, A transforms as

x and is “contravariant”. Physically potential terms are linked to and move
with sources. How can A be contravariant and gA covariant? This means:

qA=MqAM =g MMAMM = ¢'re?® Are = ¢'r2 A, (4.21)
that 3 is to say:
q=qr. (4.22)
The electric charge, like the proper mass, is a relativistic invariant. The
electric charge, like the mass, is not invariant under the complete group
Cl3, and varies when the ratio of the dilation is not equal to 1.
The transformation Eq. (4.14), and the contra-variance Eq. (4.20) of A

which comes from, are compatible with the law Eq. (4.3) linking the field
to the potentials, because this gives:

F' =V'A (4.23)
MFM~' = M(VAYM~' = M(IV'MA)M. (4.24)

2. This is the best indication that the true wave equation for the electron is not the
Dirac linear equation, but the homogeneous nonlinear equation. Electromagnetism and
wave equation of the electron are both Cl3 form invariant only with our wave equation.

3. We get used to lowering up indexes and raising down indexes of tensors. To do that
we use the metric, and so we implicitly consider it as invariant. But if the space-time
metric is invariant under the Lorentz group, it is not invariant under the greater group of
dilations, so we no longer have the right to raise or lower indices of tensors. A covariant
vector does not behave as a contravariant vector under a dilation. Therefore we are not
allowed to treat V, covariant, as x, contravariant and to compute T'(V) instead of T'(z),
a common thing [45] in space-time algebra which we must also avoid.
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But we have, with Eq. (4.20):

A =MAM ; MA=AM ', (4.25)

and Eq. (4.24) gives

MFM~' = MMV' A 'M~!
= (MM)F'(MM)™" = det(M)F'(det(M))"* = F'.  (4.26)

A dilation is composed of a Lorentz rotation and a pure homothety with
ratio r > 0. We know that ¢ is invariant under Lorentz rotations. Since a
speed is a ratio distance on time, and since these two terms are multiplied
by the same ratio r of a pure homothety, the ratio distance on time is
invariant. So we may suppose that the invariance of light speed is true not
only under the Lorentz rotations, but also under all dilations induced by an
element of C'l3. The other essential invariant of the Dirac theory is the fine
structure constant «, which is a pure number, and so cannot vary under a
dilation, no more than it can under a Lorentz rotation. But we have:

q= = : qe = P a=dq¢e; ge=qrie=de¢. (4.27)
We get then
¢ = r2e. (4.28)
We have now:
a= ;—20 = %’20 = % . e*l'c = her'e?, (4.29)
which gives:
W =7rth. (4.30)

We must then see h as a variable term under a dilation with ratio r # 1.

moc ., mge  mpe  mgc
A T =T T (4.31)
gives:
my = r°my. (4.32)

This allows us to define:

4. To let h =1 is then a very bad habit that we must get rid of as soon as possible.



54 The standard model of quantum physics in Clifford Algebra

4.1.2 Numeric dimension

The numeric dimension of any physical quantity is the power of the
ratio dilation r in the formula giving the transformation of this quantity
under the dilation R defined by the element M in Cls. Equation (1.44) says
that « has numeric dimension 1. Equation (2.7) implies that ¢ has numeric
dimension 1/2. Equation (2.28) implies that V has numeric dimension —1.
Equation (4.14) implies that the electromagnetic field (and this will be the
same for all other gauge fields) has numeric dimension 0. This is also the
case for any velocity and for the fine structure constant. Equation (4.28)
says that an electric charge (and it is the same for a magnetic charge) has
numeric dimension 2. From Eq. (4.32) a proper mass does not vary as
an electric charge under a Lorentz dilation. An electric charge varies as a
surface; a proper mass has numeric dimension 3 and varies as a volume.
There is a geometrical difference between a mass and a charge. Equation
(4.30) implies that the Planck factor has numeric dimension 4, that is the
numeric dimension of a space-time volume. Next Eq. (3.44) implies that
the numeric dimension of the generic element y of the intrinsic manifold
is 0. This manifold is then a real manifold both in the physical and the
mathematical point of view. With Eq. (2.33), Eq. (2.37) and Eq. (2.45)
we can see that all tensorial densities without derivatives (;5(7M¢T and ¢0N5
have the same numeric dimension 1. The interpretation of these quantities
made from the matrix Dirac theory as scalar, vector, bivector and so on, is
then completely out of date.

Since a speed is multiplied by r°, an acceleration is multiplied by r~!:
An acceleration has numeric dimension —1. Therefore a force is multiplied
by r? and has a numeric dimension 2. This is coherent with the Lorentz
force since the electromagnetic field is multiplied by r° and the charge by r2.
The probabilistic interpretation of the quantum wave says that the square
of the wave, generalized as J, is a probability of density. This attributes
to Jp the numeric dimension —3, since a probability is a pure number with
numeric dimension 0. We shall see in chapter 9 that the correct probability
of density is JY/he which has the true numeric dimension —3 since J? has
the numeric dimension 1 of z and hc has the numeric dimension 4. It is
completely impossible to get the true physical laws with & = 1 since £ is
not a constant under C13, that is the invariance group of all physical laws.
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4.2 Electromagnetism with magnetic monopoles

When Maxwell wrote his laws for magnetism, he supposed that magnetic
fields come from magnetic charges, which we now call magnetic monopoles.
Later this was forgotten, because for decades nobody was able to prove
the existence of such monopoles. Finally teachers have presented the laws
to their students as if magnetic monopoles could not exist. Nevertheless
the laws of electromagnetism can easily be modified if magnetic monopoles
exist On top of the electric charge density p. and the current den51ty
], a density of magnetic charge p,, and a density of magnetic current k
exist. On top of the electric potential V' and of the potential vector A, a
magnetic potential W and a magnetic potential vector B exist. The laws
of electromagnetism with monopoles read:

- 104 I o 10B
E = —grad(V) — vy +rot(B) ; H =rot(A) + grad(W) + 5
10V - 10W
= W= . = B ZZ
0=0,A4 Py +div(4) ; 0=0,B" = T + div(B)
— 1 aE 47'('7 . —
rot(H) — el div(F) = 47p.
o 10H 4 .
rot(E) + - = = —”k div(H) = —47pp. (4.33)
We can see that these equations are equivalent to:
F=V(A+iB), (4.34)
~ Ar ——
VF = %(j Tik), (4.35)
where we have let:
B=W+B; k=pn+k (4.36)

The calculation is identical to that made to establish Eq. (4.3) and Eq. (4.4).
So it is very simple to go from electromagnetism without monopoles to
electromagnetism with monopoles: it is enough to add a pseudo-vector,
made of the magnetic potential and the magnetic potential vector to the
space-time vector made of the electric potential and the potential vector,
and to add a space-time pseudo-vector made of the density of magnetic
charge and the density of magnetic current to the space-time vector made of
the density of charge and density of current. The laws are exactly the same,
and we cannot see why such potentials and current should be prohibited.
Until now quantum physics has not been able to see the magnetic part
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of electromagnetism because no distinction was made between real and
complex quantities: A + iB was seen as only A with complex components
and it was the same for j + ik.

The form invariance of the law Eq. (4.34) under the CI3 group has
evidently the same consequence for the two potentials, so B must be, as A,
a contravariant vector:

B' = MBMT". (4.37)
To look at what is implied by Eq. (4.35), we remark that we have:
V=MVM; FFM=MF, (4.38)
so we have:
47 - = = S T47T —
TG tik)=VF=MVMF=MYFM=M=Z(7+ik)M,
c c

j4ik =DM + ik )M, (4.39)
j=Mj'M; k=DMKM, (4.40)

which means that the j and k vectors are covariant, transform as V. This
is consistent with electrostatics, because a charge density is the quotient
of a charge e on a volume dv, and because we have, under a dilation with
ratio r:

e’ r’e  pe

€ / /
= — =——=_——=52="_ =rp.. 4.41
Pe=oni Po= g5 = g =05 Pe=TP (4.41)
We may say consequently that the choice made for the transformation of
the electromagnetic field under a dilation, even if it gives surprising results,
with the variation of the charge, the proper mass and the Planck term, is
consistent with all elementary laws of electricity and magnetism.

4.3 Back to space-time

Until now we mainly used the space algebra, because the relativistic
invariance of the Dirac theory leads inevitably to this algebra and because
the even sub-algebra of the space-time algebra is isomorphic to the space
algebra. Nevertheless we shall see further that electro-weak interactions
need the space-time algebra.
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4.3.1 From Cl3z to Cly 3

To go from the space-time algebra to the space algebra, all you need is
to use only even® terms. To go from the space algebra to the space-time
algebra the easiest way is to use the matrix representation Eq. (1.75). The
wave, denoted ¢ in space algebra, is denoted V¥ in space-time algebra. We

60

have gotten in Eq. (2.59) ¥ = 03) N of Eq. (1.80) is similarly an even

element of the space-time algebra and also the electromagnetic field that
we denote F':

po (FO)_(E+il 0 _Eo+uo H 0
“\oF) 0 —E+iH) \0-E 0—il)\o—H
=E+ ’70123H. (442)
We can shorten the notations with:
i=10123; F=E+iH. (443)

0Odd elements of the space-time algebra are the product by vy of an even

element and read
PO 07 0P
(0 ﬁ) <I 0) B (13 0) ' (4.44)

We have also used, in Eq. (1.76) and Eq. (2.59):

0oV 0A
— Aty = | 2 . = =
Iy (VO),A (AO).

Similarly the magnetic potential reads:

0B
B= (E 0) : (4.45)

The reverse of an even element is:

~ (MO = (90
N-(OJWL>7 qj_(Ong)' (4.46)
The reverse of an odd element is:
- 0 Bf
B = <§ 0 ) . (4.47)

5. In a Clifford algebra on an n-dimensional linear space, the linear space of even
elements and the linear space of odd elements are linear spaces with dimension 2"~1,
Since the product of two odd elements is even the linear space of odd elements is not
a sub-algebra. Since the product of two even elements is even, the linear space of even
elements is a sub-algebra. In the case of Cl1 3 the even sub-algebra is isomorphic to Cl3.
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With tensorial densities without derivative of Sec. 2.2.2 we have:

= op 0 B pe® 0 (1 + 182 0
w_<0 $¢T>_<o pelﬂ>_< 0 Ql—iﬂz)

= +iQy = pe'’?,

B 0 gbU#qST (90 0 o b0 B ~
0= (s o) = (1) () () = v
GoLO 0 ~
S, = ( Ok _$Uk¢T> = lII’ka\I’.
We must also notice

T = VU = Q) +iQs.

(4.48)

(4.49)

(4.50)

(4.51)

We saw in Eq. (2.62) how Hestenes reads the Dirac equation. Since we

have:

; 0 e Pigp
PryoePl = ~
oe (eﬂlfb 0 ) ’

(4.52)

the homogeneous nonlinear wave equation reads in space-time algebra:

AU~y = mPype’t + gAT.

For a space-time dilation, with:

. 0x o 02
S \zo0o/) "’ S \Z'0)’

and with Eq. (1.80) and Eq. (2.26), we get equalities
x'=NxN; ¥ =N¥; §=NN.

4.3.2 Electromagnetism
The laws of Maxwell-de Broglie electromagnetism become:
F =0A
OF = —k2A

because

(4.53)

(4.54)

(4.55)

(4.58)

(4.59)
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The laws of electromagnetism with magnetic monopoles become:
F =0(A +iB) (4.60)
4
9F = %(j +ik) (4.61)

Since space-time algebra is well known and gives simpler results, what is
the purpose of developing calculations in space algebra? We may think
that space-time algebra is too simple, there is too much symmetry between
space and time. We can use the services of space-time algebra as long as
it is not necessary to distinguish space and time and as long as there is no
zero space-time length. But it is also necessary to never forget that time
is not space. Time flows only from past to future while we can go away
and back in space. Under dilations generated by elements of the CI5 group
the orientation of time and space cannot change. There is no physical way
to change the time orientation and there is no physical way to change the
space orientation. P and T transformations of quantum fields are purely
theoretical.

4.4 A real photon

The beginning of quantum physics was the invention by Einstein in
1905 of a theory of light with quanta of impulse—energy. After Newton’s
corpuscular theory, Huyghens’ undulatory theory was imposed by Fresnel
with his transversal waves. This undulatory theory allowed a synthesis in-
cluding electromagnetism and optics. The next page of this story was the
discovery of the wave associated to any moving particle by Louis de Broglie.
When he had the Dirac equation, he returned to the initial problem of the
wave of a corpuscular photon. A photon with a proper mass mg < 10~°2kg
gives, for all observable radiations, a non-observable dispersion. The cor-
puscular nature of light explains Compton diffusion and it is compatible
with the absorption and emission of light by electrons of atoms. It allows
one to understand the radiation pressure and to calculate completely all
kinds of Doppler effects. In the same time light has also the undulatory
aspects of Fresnel’s waves and we know since Einstein that the density of
photons and the intensity of electromagnetic waves are proportional.

Louis de Broglie first tried to associate a Dirac wave to the photon,
but it was impossible to associate an electromagnetic wave. From this first
attempt he understood that the electromagnetic field of the photon must
be associated to the change of state of the electron interacting with the
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photon. And the only processes of interaction between photons and matter
are absorption and the photoelectric effect.

For his construction of the wave of a photon Louis de Broglie started
from two Dirac spinors, one of a particle and one of an anti-particle, able to
annihilate, giving then all impulse-energy to the exterior. He established
also that electromagnetic quantities must be linear combinations of the
wave components. In the frame of the initial formalism used by de Broglie
his two spinors read

U1 1

I KON A 2

v s e= 2 (4.62)
Wy P4

They are solutions of the Dirac wave equation for a particle without charge,
like a neutrino

Bot) = (010 + s + 305 + i%oq)w, (4.63)

and of the wave equation for its antiparticle, similar to an antineutrino

m
80(/7 = (05181 — aip09 + 303 — 25014)<p, (464)
where

0 ¢t 0 ot (4.65)

xS = cCl . = -, m=—— .

; 17 8(E“ ’ h )

Qo + ooy = 265 (4.66)

It is well known that these matrix relations are not enough to define ay,
uniquely. We can choose different sets of a,, matrices. We choose here a
set working with the Weyl spinors and the relativistic invariance:

_(—0; 0 . ) (0 =1\ (10
aj—<0 Uj),j—1,2,3,a4—<_10>,I—<01 , (4.67)

where o; are the Pauli matrices, and we let
(VY (& . (¥ _ (m
- <¢2> - (52) T (W) N (772>’
c=(2)=(@) o =C)=() e

where a* is the complex conjugate of a. With

—

8 = 0'181 + 0'282 + 0'383,
5* = 0101 — 0902 + 0303, (469)
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the wave equation Eq. (4.63) is equivalent to the system
(9o + D)E + i%n — 0, (4.70)
(90 — O + i%{ = 0. (4.71)

¢ and 7 are the Weyl spinors of the wave ¢ and the wave equation of the
anti-particle Eq. (4.64) is equivalent to the system

(8o + 8*)¢* — i%)\* —0,

8o — IV — i e = 0. 472
2
By complex conjugation we get
(9o + D)¢ + i%/\ —0, (4.73)
8o — NN +i¢e =o0. 4.74
2

This system is identical to Eq. (4.70) and Eq. (4.71) if we replace ¢ by &
and A by 1. We let

_m* _A*
= \/§<§1 772) : —\/§<Cl 2). 475
o1 & P2 & A (4.75)
which have their value in the Pauli algebra. Comparing the system
Eq. (4.70)-Eq. (4.71) to the system Eq. (2.12)-Eq. (2.13) we see from
Eq. (2.21) that this system is equivalent to the equation

~ m
Vi + 5 1012 = 0. (4.76)
Similarly the system Eq. (4.73) — Eq. (4.74) is equivalent to
~ m
Vr + 5 2012 = 0. (4.77)

The two spinors follow the same wave equation. This is consistent with the
linear Dirac theory where charge conjugation changes the sign of the charge
but does not change the sign of the mass.

De Broglie had no theory for the wave of a relativistic system of particles
nor for the interaction between its two spinors. So he simply supposed that
his two half-photons ¢ and ¢ are linked, have the same energy and the
same impulse [31]. They satisty

1 .
VRO = (Oupr)thi = §3ﬂ(<pk1/)i) , k,j=1,234; n=0,1,2,3. (4.78)
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This is equivalent, with Eq. (4.62) and Eq. (4.68), to

60,60 = (0,60 = 30600

6O = (BN = 30u(6X))
M(OCE) = Oum)GE = 50 () (1.79)
MOAT) = (O )N; = 500X

Wave equations Eq. (4.76) and Eq. (4.77) are form invariant under the
Lorentz dilation D defined by Eq. (1.42) and satisfy

¢y =M¢1; ¢y =Mos. (4.80)

4.4.1 The electromagnetism of the photon

We start here from the fact seen in Eq. (4.20) that the electromagnetic
potential A is a contravariant space-time vector, that is a vector transform-
ing as x: A’ = MAMT. We know in addition that Pauli’s principle rules
that products must be antisymmetric. We also know that the o3 term is
privileged ® in the Dirac equation. We must then consider a space-time
vector A and an electromagnetic field F, so defined:

A= ¢1i03¢; — 92522'03(151, (4.81)
F.=VA. (4.82)

The variance of A and the variance of the electromagnetic field F, under
Cl3 are expected variances because

A = ghiosdh — dhiosd)| = (Mor)ios(Mes)' — (Mn)ios(Mo:)!

= M(¢priosdh — doiosdl)MT = MAM?, (4.83)
F,=VA=DMV'MA=MVMAM'(MY~' = (V' AM

= M 'MMF "M~'M = M~ det(M)F det(M~)M = M~ F'M,
F!=MF.M™!. (4.84)
A is actually a space-time vector because

Al = (¢priosdl, — paiosdl)T = do(—ios)dl — p1(—ios)ph = A (4.85)

6. We shall develop this in chapter 5.
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The calculation of A with Eq. (4.75) and the Pauli matrices in Eq. (1.19)
gives

A9 (771/\1k — &G — At + G3&e mAz + 8656 — A — @&) . (4.86)
M2AT +&1C — Aamp — (182 m2A5 — 1 — Aomps + (761

We then remark that each product is one of the products in Eq. (4.79) and
this gives

OuA = 0u(p1iosdy — Giosdy) = 201 )iosdy — 2Duda)iosey,
VA =2[(Vé1)iosdy — (Voz)iosd,]. (4.87)
The Dirac equations Eq. (4.76) and Eq. (4.77) give then
Fe = m1(—io3)iosgy — mba(—ios)iosgy = m(d16y — ¢2dhy).  (4.88)
Any element in the Cl3 algebra as F, is a sum
F,=s+FE+iH +ip, (4.89)

where s is a scalar, E' is a vector, iH is a pseudo-vector and ip is a pseudo-
scalar. But we get

F.=5— E—iH + p = m(¢152 - ¢2$1) = m(¢2$l - ¢1$2)

= _m(éf’lgz - ¢2$1) =—Fo=-s- E—if - ip. (4.90)
F, is7 therefore a pure bivector:
s=0; p=0; F,=FE+iH. (4.91)

This agrees with all we know about electromagnetism and optics. Now
Eq. (4.83) reads

E+iH = 0y — 0)(A° — A) = 9y A° — JA° — 9y A + DA. (4.92)
This is equivalent to the system
0=0,A", (4.93)
E=—-0A° — 94, (4.94)
H=0dxA (4.95)
We also get
VF, = m§(¢152 — 20y). (4.96)

7. We have previously supposed that the electromagnetic field F' is a pure bivector,
without scalar or pseudo-scalar part, for instance in Eq. (4.3). It is necessary to get
Maxwell’s laws without supplementary non-physical terms. Here we have nothing to
suppose, the pure bivector nature of the electromagnetic field is a consequence of the
antisymmetric building from two spinors and of wave equations.
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A detailed calculation of the matrices shows as previously only the products
present in Eq. (4.79) and this gives

VE. =2m[(Vé1)d, — (Vo). (4.97)
And we get with wave equations Eq. (4.76) and Eq. (4.77)
~ m ~ ~ m -~
Vo1 = 5¢1021 i Vo = 5¢2021» (4.98)
0A = VVA = VF, = m?[$1(—ios) by — da(—ios)d,],
VF, = —m?A. (4.99)

So we get the seven laws of the electromagnetism of Maxwell in the vac-
uum, completed by the terms found by Louis de Broglie containing the very
small proper mass mg = mTh of the photon. The seven laws are exactly the
same, but the quantities are here only real or with real components. F,
is therefore exactly the electromagnetic field of classical electromagnetism
and optics. The definition Eq. (4.81) — Eq. (4.82) allows us to get a the-
ory of a massive photon with a wave which includes real components of
an electromagnetic space-time potential vector A, contravariant, and an
electromagnetic bivector field F,. This is an improvement in the theory
of light, coming from the use of Cl3 allowing an antisymmetric building,
instead of Dirac matrices. Moreover the potential term is directly linked to
the two spinors as much as the field bivector. It is an important difference
with classical electromagnetism where potential terms are often considered
as non-physical. This difference comes with quantum physics: potential
terms are the electromagnetic terms present in the Dirac or Schrédinger
wave equations.

The differential laws Eq. (4.82) and Eq. (4.99) are form invariant under
the dilations defined by Eq. (1.42). This invariance under CI} implies that
they are invariant under the restricted Lorentz group.

The quantum wave of this photon is actually an electromagnetic wave,
with field and potential term with real components.

Potentials and fields were defined from antisymmetric products of
spinors. They can disappear as soon as the two spinors are equal. They
can appear as soon as the two spinors are not equal.

The result of the conditions Eq. (4.79) of Louis de Broglie is a lin-
earization of the derivation of products which gives linear equations for the
bosons built from the fermions. This is how the linear operator V acts both
in the Dirac equation and in the Maxwell equations. This linearization gives
Maxwell’s laws.



Chapter 5

Miscellaneous

We study a first consequence of the two space-time manifolds and
of the dilations between these two manifolds: the non-isotropy of the
intrinsic manifold. We link this with the existence of three kinds of
leptons. We present new possibilities for the wave of systems of identical
particles. We study a wave equation without possibility of Lagrangian
mechanism. We present the three other Lochak’s photons.

The wave of the electron induces, in each space-time point, a geometric
transformation from the tangent space-time to an intrinsic manifold linked
to the wave, into the usual space-time of restricted relativity. The intrinsic
space-time, contrary to the usual space-time, is not isotropic, and we study
now this anisotropy.

5.1 Anisotropy

The fact that there exists, in the Dirac theory, a privileged direction was
remarked on by Louis de Broglie in his first work on the Dirac equation: [30]
p.1381 "Les fonctions 1; solutions de ces équations sont donc intimement
liées au choix des axes comme dans la théorie de Pauli; elles doivent servir a
calculer des probabilités pour lesquelles I'axe des z joue un role particulier”.
The solution to this difficulty is that with a rotation it is always possible
to bring the z axis into any direction of the space.

The solution uses then a conveniently chosen element of C'l3, which
generates a spatial rotation and rotates the third axis onto the chosen di-
rection. There are always two solutions, and then the final space-time, the
relative space-time, is isotropic and has no privileged direction. But the

1. Translation: "The 1; functions solutions of these equations are then completely
linked to the choice of axis as into the Pauli theory; they must serve to calculate proba-
bilities for which the z axis plays a particular role".

65
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initial space-time, the intrinsic space-time, on the contrary, remains per-
fectly non-isotropic: before as after the rotation, it is always o3 which is
privileged. We have remarked previously that with the Lorentz rotations
of the complex formalism the 7, matrices are invariant. They are identical
before or after the rotation. Whatever formalism is used it is always the
third component of the spin that is measured and the square of the spin
vector, never the first or the second component of the spin. The reason is
evident if we regard the wave equation or the Lagrangian in the Clifford
algebra of space. This third direction is present in the wave equation and
in the Lagrangian which both contain an ios.

Now, and this is the first concrete consequence of calculations with
the Pauli algebra, it is perfectly possible to write two other Lagrangian
densities, two other wave equations similar to the Dirac equation:

V(E—F quAbagg +me P poa =0, (5.1)

Vo + qAposs +me P o = 0. (5.2)

The invariant wave equations obtained by multiplying on the left by ¢ are
B(Vo)osz + bgAd +mp =0, (5.3)

E(V(E)Ul:% =+ 5‘11454' mp = 0. (5.4)

With the wave equation Eq. (5.1) and Eq. (5.3) it is the first axis which is
privileged. The conservative space-time vectors are Dy and D;. To solve
the wave equation Eq. (5.1) for the hydrogen atom, we shall take again
the method of separation of variables of Appendix C, making a circular
permutation p on indices 1, 2, 3 of matrices 0: 1+ 2, 2 +— 3, 3 — 1, and
on indices of formula Eq. (C.1). Since it is the only thing that changes, the
results will be similar.

With the wave equation Eq. (5.2), it is the second axis which is priv-
ileged. The conservative space-time vectors are Dy and Ds. To solve the
wave equation Eq. (5.2) for the hydrogen atom, we shall take again the
method of separation of variables of Appendix C, making a circular permu-

! on indices 1, 2, 3 of matrices o, and on indices of formula

tation p? = p~
Eq. (C.1). Since it is the only thing that changes, the results will be similar.

In all that we know today about experimental physics there is something
very similar. Beside electrons there exist also muons and tauons. The three
kinds of objects are similar and nevertheless different. Muons have been
known for more than 70 years, and until now there has been no simple
explanation why they exist, or what distinguishes them from electrons.

We shall associate here to each category, that is to say to each of the
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three generations, one of the three wave equations Eq. (3.1), Eq. (5.3) and
Eq. (5.4). The similarity between the wave equations allows us to explain
why electrons, muons and tauons have the same properties, behave in the
same way in an electromagnetic field, and have the same energy levels in
a Coulombian potential. In fact, to see a difference between these three
equations, it is necessary to go past the wave equation of a single particle
and to enter the question of a system made of different kinds 2 of particles.

The third direction or the first direction may be put after a rotation in
any direction but a rotation cannot turn both the third direction and the
first direction into a given direction. So in this direction it is impossible to
measure both the spin of an electron following Eq. (3.2) and the spin of a
muon following Eq. (5.3).

In addition we know that a muon, even though it is a particle with spin
% like the electron, cannot spontaneously disintegrate into a lone electron.
Its disintegration gives an electron plus a muonic neutrino and an electronic
antineutrino. This may be understood in the following way: The wave of
the muonic neutrino, like the wave of the muon, has a measurable spin in
the first direction and takes away the muon’s spin. The spin of the electron
which is measurable in the third direction is brought by the antineutrino
with a spin opposed to the spin of the electron.

We have supposed arbitrarily that the electron follows Eq. (3.1) and that
the muon follows Eq. (5.3). One or the other could also follow Eq. (5.4),
nothing allows us to say. On the other hand, the choice made by Nature
of one or another equation justifies the fact that physical space is oriented:
Consider in the intrinsic space three space vectors having respectively the
third direction and the wavelength of the electron, the first direction and
the wavelength of the muon, and the second direction and the wavelength
of a tauon. These three vectors form a basis of the intrinsic space. If we
exchange now the second and the third vectors, we get another basis, with
another orientation.

Equation (3.1), Eq. (5.3) and Eq. (5.4) are equivalent only if the mass
terms are equal in the different equations. But experiment shows that
these masses are completely different from one generation to another. This
difference, of unknown origin, differentiates the three generations of leptons.

2. We know for instance that a muon within the electronic cloud of an atom does not
respect the Pauli exclusion principle. This is rather easy to understand if that exclusion
principle is linked to the spin of the different particles, because the spin of an electron
following Eq. (3.2) is always measured in the third direction and cannot be added or
subtracted to the spin of a muon following Eq. (5.1), which is always measured in the
first direction.



68 The standard model of quantum physics in Clifford Algebra

We have calculated the affine connection of the intrinsic manifold [15].
In the case of plane waves studied in chapters 2 and 3 only two terms are
not zero and give a torsion. These torsion terms are linked to the proper
mass of the particle.

5.2 Systems of electrons

The non-relativistic Schrodinger equation for a particle system uses in
the case of a system of two particles without spin a wave 1) = 1112 which is
the product of the two waves of each particle, when it is possible to neglect
the interaction between these particles. We cannot transpose 111 into
¢1¢2 which should transform into M ¢ M ¢o under the dilation R defined
in Eq. (1.42), because M does not commute with ¢. Another product is
suggested by Eq. (4.14) because if ¢12 = ¢1¢2_1 we get

Go= ¢ 105 = Mgy "M~ = MpyoM ™1, (5.5)

and ¢1o transforms under a dilation as the electromagnetic field. But the
factor e~i7t of non-relativistic quantum mechanics becomes in the case of
the electron e~ 762 712 with the Cl3 algebra, and with ¢, gb;l the energies are
not added but subtracted. To get the addition of energies we can consider
terms as ¢10105 Lor D102 ! because o, and o9 anti-commute with o
and

_E 0 E 40
ore” he® 912 = ehe® N12g) (5.6)
Since we have
o
09 = 01019 = 012712, (57)

o1 and oo differ only by a constant gauge factor and we can choose o;.
Since we know that two electrons are identical we can consider only terms
such as ¢10105 = ¢201¢1_1. The Pauli principle invites us to consider for
the wave of a system of two electrons

$12 = pr01¢5 ' — doo1¢y (5.8)
which is antisymmetric:
P21 = — 12, (5.9)
and transforms under a dilation R of dilator M as F [14]

@1 = M¢12M 1. (5.10)
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For a system of three electrons whose respective waves are ¢1, ¢o2, ¢3 we

consider
123 = P1203 + Q2301 + P3102, (5.11)
which satisfies
$123 = Q231 = P312 = —P132 = —P321 = —P132, (5.12)
¢ 123 = M123. (5.13)

The Pauli principle is satisfied and ¢123 transforms?

wave. Then for four electrons we consider

P1234 = P12034 + P230P14 + 31024 + P3ad12 + Prad23 + P31024,  (5.14)
which is antisymmetric, and transforms also as the electromagnetic field

@' 1230 = Mroza M1 (5.15)
We can easily generalize to n electrons. We get n 4+ 1 wave equations, one

as a unique electronic

for each electronic wave

Vor + qArdrors + me™ P gro1s = 0, (5.16)
where Ay is the sum of the exterior potential A and the potential created
by the n — 1 other electrons and ) is the Yvon—Takabayasi angle of the
kth electron. The wave of the system is antisymmetric. The wave equation
of this wave is determined by the n wave equations of each particle. If
n is even ¢1s. ., transforms under a dilation as the electromagnetic field
F. The wave of an even system appears as a boson wave. Even systems
compose greater systems symmetrically as in Eq. (5.14). This is the source
of Bose—Einstein statistics. If n is odd ¢12.., transforms under a dilation
as a spinor ¢. The wave of an odd system of electrons transforms under a
dilation as the wave of a unique electron.

The wave of a system propagates, like the waves of each electron, in the
usual space-time. It is not necessary to use configuration spaces. Difficul-
ties arising from the difference between a unique time and several spaces
disappear. Space is, like time, unique in this model. The wave of a system
is not very different from the waves of its individual parts; they continue
to exist and to propagate.

This model can also explain why a muon in an electronic cloud does not
follow the Pauli’s exclusion principle: with Eq. (5.1) for instance the phase
contains not a o1 factor, but instead a os3 factor, and the muon cannot
add its impulse—energy and so cannot enter the process of construction of
the wave of a system described here.

3. If a similar construction is possible for quarks, this could explain why a proton or
a neutron containing three quarks is seen also as a unique spinor, transforming under a
Lorentz rotation as the wave of a unique electron.



70 The standard model of quantum physics in Clifford Algebra

5.3 Equation without Lagrangian formalism

We have seen in Sec. 2.4 that the Lagrangian density of the Dirac wave
is exactly the scalar part of the invariant wave equation. The Lagrangian
formalism is a consequence, not the cause of the Dirac equation. Therefore,
if we modify the wave equation without changing its scalar part, we shall
get a wave equation which cannot result from a Lagrangian mechanism,
since the scalar part gives the Dirac equation without change [20]. We
consider the invariant wave equation

B(VP)o21 + dqAd + med(1 + eaz) = 0, (5.17)
where € is a very small real constant. Only the mass term is changed

from the invariant Eq. (2.64) which is equivalent to the Dirac equation.
Computation of the first terms is unchanged, the mass term is

mep(1 + o) = m( +iQ2)(1 + €o3)
=mQy + meQio3 + meQaiosg + imflo, (5.18)
and the system Eq. (2.75) to Eq. (2.82) becomes

0=w?+Vo4+mQ; 0=02>+V1!, (5.19)
0=—v'+V?; 0=uw"+V>4+meQy, (5.20)
0=—v34+mQy; 0=uw? (5.21)
0=—w'; 0=—0"+meQs. (5.22)

This last equation implies that the current of probability is no longer con-
servative, so this wave equation is certainly unusual. Now it is easy to
avoid the problem of the conservation of probabilities: we start from the
homogeneous non-linear Eq. (3.1) and we add the same mass term

(V)oa1 + dgAd + mp(1 + eo3) = 0. (5.23)
The system Eq. (3.10) to Eq. (3.17) becomes

0=w?+V"+mp, 5.24
0=2v>+V"!, 5.25
0=—vt4+V? 5.26

(5.24)

(5.25)

(5.26)

0 =w’ + V3 + mep, ( )
0= —v° (5.28)
0 =w?, (5.29)
(5.30)

(5.31)

0=—w!,

0=—2".
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And as previously we have two conservative currents, J = Dy and K =
Ds. It is easy to see that Eq. (5.23) is invariant under Cl3, there are two
gauge invariances (see Sec. 3.1). The angular momentum operators of the
Dirac theory are still available, but there is no Hamiltonian to commute
with them. This wave equation cannot come from a Lagrangian density
since such a density should modify Eq. (5.24), which gives Eq. (3.1), not
Eq. (5.23).

5.3.1 Plane waves

We consider a plane wave with a phase ¢ with the vector v defined in
Eq. (3.24). Without an exterior electromagnetic field we get in place of
Eq. (3.28)

—mog + me P p(1 + eo3) = 0. (5.32)
This gives
o(1 + eo3) = e”Pvg, 5.33
B(1 — eo3) = e Pg, (5.34)
d(1 4 €eo3)(1 —€o3) = qu@(l — ¢eo3),
P(1 — €2) = ePve P
(1 - €2)¢ = vio, (5.35)
veov=00=1-¢é, (5.36)
[lv]] = V1 — €. (5.37)
We let then
=cyVl—e; v=0vV1-¢. (5.38)
And we get

l[v']] = 1. (5.39)

First consequence: ¢/, not ¢, is the velocity limit of this unusual quantum
object. The present study has no known physical application, but this
wave equation indicates that the limit* speed c is not as general [19] as we
thought.

4. Furthermore, if € tends to 1 the limit speed tends to 0 and may be very small.
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5.4 Three other photons of Lochak

Following Eq. (4.81) seven other space-time vectors should be possible
on the model ¢ X qbg — o X (;51{ since the Cl3 algebra is 8-dimensional. Only
three of these seven choices, X = —o3, X =i and X = 1, are compatible®
with Eq. (4.79) and we have established [15] that this gives the three other
photons of G. Lochak [50] [51] [52]. Firstly if X = —os3,

iB = $1530% — $2530} ; Frn = ViB, (5.40)

gives his magnetic photon. As with the electric photon each quantity is real
or has real components. It is possible to consider a total field F' = F, + F,,
satisfying

F=V(A+iB), (5.41)
VF =-m2(A+iB), (5.42)

which are laws of the electromagnetism with electric charges and magnetic
monopoles, and densities of electric current j and magnetic current k sat-
isfying

) c 4 c o

j=——m"A; k=——m"B. (5.43)

47 47

j and k are very small since m is very small. Even if A and B are con-
travariant vectors, the variance of m allows j and k to be covariant vectors

under Cl3, varying as V, not as . Now

A(z) == (;517,(;52 - QZSQZQZSJ{ ;S = VA\(Z), (544)
defines an invariant scalar field s while
iB(1y = $16 — ¢26! 5 ip = ViBy), (5.45)

defines an invariant pseudo-scalar field ip. We can put together cases X =1
and X =1. We let

P=Au +iBuy; Fo=VP=s+ip, (5.46)
and we get
VFy, = —m?*P. (5.47)

So it is possible to get in the frame of C'l3 all four photons of the theory of
de Broglie enlarged by Lochak and the whole thing is form invariant under
Cl3. There are differences in comparison with the construction based on the

5. This comes from the non-commutative product in Cl3. Since o2 is present in the
Dirac equation, only terms commuting with 12 work here.
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Dirac matrices: Physical quantities are real or have real components and
they are obtained by antisymmetric products of spinors. This is very easy to
get with the internal multiplication of the Cl3 algebra and was very difficult
to make from the complex uni-column matrices. These two differences are
advantageous because vectors and tensors of classical electromagnetism and
optics have only real components. And de Broglie had understood very
early that antisymmetric products are enough to get the Bose-Einstein
statistics for bosons made of an even number of fermions. The scalar field
of G. Lochak and the pseudo-scalar field for which de Broglie was cautious
are perhaps to be identified with the scalar Higgs boson that physicists are
today studying. Since s and p fields are obtained here independently from
the field of the electric photon and the magnetic photon, their mass is not
necessarily very small and may be huge. Curiously it was de Broglie’s first
idea about the non-Maxwellian part of his theory. Were the Higgs bosons
foreseen as early as 19347

5.5 Uniqueness of the electromagnetic field

The Dirac equation contains a privileged o3 which can be generalized
as 0j, j =1, 2, 3. We generalize then Eq. (4.81) and Eq. (4.82) if we let

Agj) = duiojdh — doio; o], (5.48)
Fe = VAg), (5.49)
with the ¢1 and ¢o waves following
Vo = %%(—i%% (5.50)
Vo = %@(—i%‘)- (5.51)

We can also start from fields and get from them potentials. The electro-
magnetic field is then defined by Eq. (4.88)

Fe = m(¢105 — $201). (5.52)

Potentials terms are linked to this field by Dirac equations Eq. (5.1) and
Eq. (5.2), they satisty

Fe = VA\(J) 3 %Fe = —m2A\(j). (553)

It is interesting to note that F. is independent of the index j and the
electromagnetic field is then unique.
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Chapter 6

Electro-weak interactions:
The lepton case

We study the weak interactions of the electron with its neutrino.
The covariant gauge derivative also accounts for their charge conjugate
waves. It is form invariant under Cl; and gauge invariant under the
U(1) x SU(2) gauge group. We study the geometric transformation
linked to the wave. We get a remarkable identity which make the wave
often invertible. We get a wave equation with mass term that is form
invariant and that is gauge invariant under the gauge group of electro-
weak interactions.

6.1 The Weinberg—Salam model for the electron

An extension of the Dirac equation up to electro-weak interactions [61]
was tried by D. Hestenes [40] and by R. Boudet [3] [4] in the frame of the
Clifford algebra Cly 3 of the space-time. We used in [17] another start which
implies the use of the greater frame Cly 3. A greater frame was necessary
because we wanted to use no supplementary condition. Now, the study
that we shall make in this chapter necessitates that we use the condition
Eq. (2.90) or Eq. (2.95) which links the wave of the antiparticle to the wave
of the particle in the standard model. Therefore the mathematical frame
remains the space-time algebra which has 16 dimensions, enough to accom-
modate 8 real parameters of the wave of the electron and 8 parameters ! of
its neutrino. We saw in Sec. 3.5 that the condition Eq. (2.95) is compat-
ible with the nonlinear equation and that it solves the puzzle of negative
energies.

We begin with the electron case and we follow [38]. We change nothing
to the Dirac wave of the electron, denoted as 1. in the Dirac formalism and

1. We shall see further that only four of them are nonzero.

75
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as ¢, with space algebra. We use the same notations as previously for Weyl
spinors. The wave of the electronic neutrino is denoted as 1,,, the wave of
the positron as 1, and the wave of the electronic anti-neutrino as 1,. As
previously right spinors are & Weyl spinors and left ones are 7 spinors,

o= (5) o= () = () = (). o

We have
b = V2 (& —ion?) ; e = V2 (ne —ioag]), (6.2)
On = \/5 (gn _Z'0'277;;) ; an = \/5 (7711 _750'26;) ) (63)
ap = $e01 5 (/511 = $n017 (64)
which gives
Op = V2 (1, —i028) 1 bp = V2 (& —ioan?) | (6.5)
Ga = V2 (10 —i026L) 5 ¢a = V2 (&4 —ioon?) | (6.6)
glp = 77557 5217 = _nre; Mp = _535; T2p = ffe
Sla = n;rm 5211 = —ﬁfn; Ma = _€>2kn; N2a = éfn (67)

We used in [17] a wave ¥ function of the space-time with value into the
Cla 3 = M4(C) algebra. We placed waves of particle on the first line and
waves of antiparticle on the second line to get correct transformations of
left and right waves under Lorentz dilations. We used a o1 factor which
was a necessary factor exchanging £ and 7 terms. This allows us to get
a wave for these four particles? of the electronic sector and with the link
Eq. (2.95) between the wave of the particle and the wave of the antiparticle

we have
_ A(be A(bn _ ?6 ?\n
V= <¢a01 ¢p01> <¢n (be) ' (68)

Now with Eq. (6.4) and Eq. (6.8) the wave is a function of space-time with
value in the Clifford algebra of space-time. The Weinberg—Salam model
uses &, Ne, Nn and supposes &, = 0. This hypothesis will be used later
but not immediately. To separate &, 1. and 7,, the Weinberg—Salam model

2. We could exchange the places of ¢ and ¢,. With Eq. (6.8) the wave of the
electron has value in the even sub-algebra and the neutrino has value in the odd part
of the algebra. The other choice is possible if we adapt the definition of projectors in
Eq. (6.12) to Eq. (6.16).
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uses projectors £ (1 = vs), which read with our choice Eq. (1.75) of Dirac

(L—9ys)p =1L = (8 ?) (g) = <2> , (6.9)
(L4+75)Y =9r = (é 8) (f}) = (g) . (6.10)

Then for particles left waves are 7 waves and right waves are £ waves. This

matrices:

N = DN =

is Cl3 invariant, consequently relativistic invariant, since under a Lorentz
dilation D defined by D : x ++ 2/ = MazMT we have Eq. (2.9): & = ME¢,
n = M n. The 5 matrix is not included? in the space-time algebra, but
this is not a problem here, because the projectors separating £ and 7 are in
space algebra (1 + 03):

on=V3(£0) = (g ) =031+ a0)

¢, = V2 (0 —ioan*) = ¢ (8 (1)) = 0%(1 — 03), (6.11)

~ ~1 ~ ~1

oL =2 (n0) = ¢§(1 +03); ¢r= ¢§(1 —03).
We define now two projectors Py and four operators Py, Py, P>, P3 acting
in the space-time algebra as follows

Py(V) = %(‘I’ +i0721) 5 1= 0123, (6.12)
Po(U) = Wy + %\I/i + %i\lf'yso = Uy + P_(D)i, (6.13)
PL(W) = 595 + Bror2) = Py ()i, (6.14)
P(¥) = 3 (05 — 107120) = Py (¥)ns, (6.15)
Py(W) = 3 (~ Wi + i) = Py (0)(—). (6.16)

Noting P,P,(V) = P,[P,(¥)] they satisfy
PPy =P;=—-PP,
PPy =P =P,
PPy = Py = — PPy, (6.17)
FE
PP, = PPy = —iP;, j=1, 2, 3.

3. This was wrongly considered as a reason to forbid the use of space-time algebra.
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The Weinberg-Salam model replaces partial derivatives d,, by covariant

derivatives

.Y ) ;
D, =0,—1in EB# - zngjWi,

(6.18)

with T = %] for a doublet of left-handed particles and T; = 0 for a singlet
of right-handed particle. Y is the weak hypercharge, Y = —1, Y = —2

for the electron. To transpose into space-time algebra, we let

D
D=0d"Dy; D—”Y”D#_<l% 0>,

B=o¢"B,; B=+"B,= <%§>,
W/ ='W W/ ='W = (MA(L. V‘:) .
We will prove now that Eq. (6.18) comes from
D=9+ 92—1BP0 + %“(Wlp1 + W2P, + W3P).
Firstly we have in space-time algebra (see Sec. 1.4.1)
) e
V0 ) \@a01 ¢p01 Voe Von |
while we get with Eq. (6.19)
o= (32) (&, ) - (P 8).
D 0 ) \ ¢ao1 dpo1 D¢e  Don

To compute Py(¥) we use

_ Po&%) po(A%)
o) = (zoo(o;a)al po<¢p>al> |

Wrygy =1 ( ?603 ?nUS ) ;

And we get

— 0301 —Pp0301

1. i ¢ —0n
—Vi=_|~ ~ ,
2 2 \ @ao1 —Ppo1
11\11 _ 2 (beUS _¢n03
PR Pa0301 —po3or |

(6.19)

(6.20)

(6.21)

(6.22)

(6.23)

—~

6.24)

(6.25)

(6.26)

(6.27)

(6.28)
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Then we get
¢ 1+303 ¢n71+03
Py(¥) = <¢a % 5, %717232(73 Ul) )
pol6e) = i 27 = i(26ur — der),
Po(Pn) = idn ! ;_ L —i¢nL,
Poldp) = 73(%% = —i(20p1 — dpr),
PolBa) = i6a— 72 = iGun,
with
ber = 052 bon = -2,
Onr = ¢n1 _2037 OnR = ¢n1+2037
Fo = B E75 G = Gy
Gur = 057 Gun = Bum 2,

which gives

_ (0B (pose) poon)

— ( Bbaro: _B(2$pL - ¢A5pR)01
(

B(2¢er — der) —Bénr

Next we let

$a)o1 pj ((25;))01
We get for j =1

I\IJ’}/OZZ< ?n ?e ) \117012 ( ¢n03 _¢eg3

PpO301 ba0301

_¢p01 — a0

(bn (be L _ ¢nL
B(¥) = <¢p_1+‘730 ¢a_l+%73 1) - <—¢A5p301

P1(Pe) = iPnr 5 P1(Pn) = ier,
pl((g ) = _7’¢pR ) pl((bp) = _iaaR'

) |

P;(0) = ( ((%) Pi(¢n) ) =1, 2 3

¢eL

_¢aR01
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(6.29)

(6.30)
(6.31)
(6.32)

(6.33)

(6.34)
(6.35)
(6.36)

(6.37)

(6.38)

(6.39)

(6.40)

(6.41)
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We get for j =2

\IJ’YE; = :¢n03 ?603 N —i\I/'yl23 fmd ?n :¢e
Ppo301 —Pa0301 ) —po1 Pa01 )’

l—03 —l+tos —
P2(\IJ) = (8:)111;203 o1 g;ielffs ) = ( ?HL " (beL) ) (642)

5 01 —OpRO1 GaRrROL
p2(¢e) = Pnr ; P2(dn) = —der,
pQ((ga) = —fng ) p2($p) = aaR- (6.43)

We get for j =3

_Wi= _/\Qbe A(bn . i\IJ’YSO — A¢€U3 _A(bna'l%
—pa01 Ppo1 ) Ga0301 —Ppozor |’

—14o03 l—o03 _
P3(V) =i (;6—1437301 a(fq—ai, 1) =1 ( gt Oni ) , (644)
a2

50 —Par0O1 PpRO1
p3(¢e) = _i¢6L ) p3(¢n) - i¢nL7
p3(da) = —idar 5 P3(dp) = idpr. (6.45)

We also have

ipian - [0 W\ [ pi(ge)  pin)
W7 P;(¥) = (Wj 0 ) (pj(¢a)(71 pj((bp)Ul)

- (V‘ﬁpﬂ'@“)‘” W, (51’”1) . (6.46)
Wipj(¢e)  Wpj(¢n)
Therefore Eq. (6.22) gives the system
Déa =V + % Bpo(@a) + ZWp;(d0), (6.47)
Dy = Vo, + L-Bpo(y) + SWp;(3), (6.48)
Do. = Voo + 2 Bpo(o.) + ZTWp;(6.), (6.49)
Dén = Vo + L-Bpo(6n) + ZWp;(én). (6.50)

With Eq. (6.30) to Eq. (6.33), Eq. (6.41), Eq. (6.43) and Eq. (6.45) this
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gives
Doy = Vo + ik B¢aR + 2 5 2 (=W = W) dpr — iWdar), (6.51)
Dy = Vép+ z% (=28p1 + Gpr) + ZL=IW" + W2)dur +iW*6yr).
(6.52)
Do = Vo, + 15 B(2¢cr — der) + %2[(@1 + W) bnr, — iW3er,
(6.53)
Do =V, —iZ S Bon+ 5 [(le W2)ger, +iW3hnr). (6.54)
Using the conjugatlon M — M in Eq. (6.53) and Eq. (6.54) gives
Doy = Vb, + PR quaR + z—[( W'+ iW?)dpr — Woanrl, (6.55)
Do, =V, + zE B(=2¢p1, + bpr) + 17[—(Wl + iW2)ar + Woyr),
(6.56)
Dae = V(Ee + Z’%B(_2$6R + $EL> + Z%[_(Wl + Z'VV2>$HL + W3($eL]7
(6.57)
Doy, = Vo + 29213¢HL +i®2 5 Z[(=W + iW2) e, — W3] (6.58)

We study firstly the case of the electron and its neutrino. We have with
Eq. (6.34)

1 —|- ~ ~
QseL = ¢e % ; QseLUS = ¢€L7 (659)
(beR = ¢e ; gb\eRo'S = _;deR7 (660)
~20eR + 20er, = 2(der + Per )3 = 2003, (6.61)

and we get for Eq. (6.57) and Eq. (6.58)
~ —~ ~ i —~ ) ) ~
Dée = Voo + g1Boeios + 5(—913 + g2W?)er, — Z%Q(Wl +iW?)nL,
(6.62)
~ -~ 7
Dé¢n =V, — 5(—913 + g2 W) + iz ( W+ iW?)ger. (6.63)
We separate left and right parts of the wave
D(bnR = V(bnR 5 D¢nR = V(bnRa
D(gnL - v(gnL + = 2
D;b\eR - V(geR - ing(beR 5 D¢6R = v¢eR + iglé¢eR7

Do, = Voer, + = (ng + 92W3)¢eL 2 (Wl + W2)¢nL

(6.64)
“(1B — gQW3)¢nL+z2( W'+ iW?) e,  (6.65)
(6.66)
5 (6.67)
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which is equivalent 4 to

Dyn = 0,60, (6.68)
Dy = Optin + ig2—lB;ﬂ7n - i%[(Wﬁ — iWne + Winl, (6.69)
D, &e = 0u&e +1ig1BL&e, (6.70)
Dyne = 0ume + i%B,me - i%[(W,} + AW, — Wi, (6.71)

Equation (6.69) and Eq. (6.71) give for the “lepton doublet” ¢, = (Wn)

with weak isospin Y = —1:

Y 92 11
Dy, =01 — 191§BM¢L - ZEQW;ZTija

TL =70 T2 = 7123 T3 = 75- (6.72)

With Eq. (6.68) we see that the right part of the wave of the neutrino
does not interact. Therefore we can suppose &, = 0. Equation (6.70) is
interpreted as a SU(2) singlet ¢r = £ with weak isospin Y = —2:

Y
Dyypr = 0,9r — i1 5B;ﬂpR' (6.73)

Finally we see here that all features of weak interactions, with a doublet of
left waves, a singlet of right wave, a non-interacting right neutrino, and a
charge conjugation exchanging right and left waves are obtained here from
very simple hypotheses:

1 — The wave of all components of the lepton sector, electron, positron,
electronic neutrino and anti-neutrino, is the function Eq. (6.8) of space-time
with value into the Clifford algebra of the space-time.

2 — Four operators Py, P1, P», P are defined by Eq. (6.12) to Eq. (6.16).

3 — A covariant derivative that is defined by Eq. (6.22).

It is now easy to use the system Eq. (6.55) to Eq. (6.58) to get all other
features of the Weinberg—Salam model. It considers the “charged currents”
WT and W~ defined by

WE=W,+iW7; W, =-W,+iW2,
WH=w'+iw?;, W~ =-W'4+iw? (6.74)

4. Since ¢or = V2(¢e 0) we must use the second equality Eq. (6.66) to get Eq. (6.70).
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where i = 0123 is the generator of the chiral gauge ® not the i3 of the electric
gauge. We will use Eq. (6.61) and similarly

(EpR ¢p ; ¢pR03 sng, (6.75)
¢pL = ¢p ! + ik ; ;b\pLO'S = (EpLa (6.76)
T — ¢pL03 + bpros = (dpr + dpr)0s = dpos. (6.77)

Then Eq. (6.55) to Eq. (6.58) reads

Doy = Vo + (ng 92W3)¢aR+Z W~ ¢pr, (6.78)

N O T
D¢, = Vo, +ig1 B(dpr — dpr) + 5(—913 + 92 W?)dpr — l%WJF%R,

(6.79)
~ ~ 7 ~ 7 ~
D = Ve + 5 (1 B 92W?)bnr + 592W " Per, (6.80)
Ty ~ -
D¢e = Ve + 191 B(¢er, — der) + 5(—913 + oW per, — §Q2W+¢nL.
(6.81)

The Weinberg—Salam model uses the electromagnetic potential A, a Oy
angle and a Z° term © satisfying

q q €
_ o L= & 6.82
o cos(Ow) ’ 92 sin(fw) 1= e (6:82)
2q
—1B+gW? =/} +32° = ———2° 6.83
915 + g2 91 + 93 sin(20m) < ( )
B = cos(fw)A —sin(0w ) Z° ; W3 = sin(0w)A + cos(Ow ) Z°, (6.84)

B+iW? =€ (A+i2%; A+izZ°=e (B 4+iW3). (6.85)

5. This is another sufficient reason to abandon the formalism of Dirac matrices, which
uses a unique 4. It is therefore unable to discriminate between the different gauges at

work.
6. Equation (6.85) indicates that Z° is similar to Cabibbo-Ferrari’s B of Eq. (4.36).
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Using Eq. (6.77) this gives for the system Eq. (6.78) to Eq. (6.81)
D$a =V$a — WZO%R + 22 W ¢pR7 (6.86)

D, =V, — qApyo12

tan(fy ) 2°0, L 700 o iL2w+g, 6.87
+ qtan(Ow)Z" dpo12 +Zsin(2t9w) $pr — 15 W' Par, (6.87)
D(Ee :va;e + qA(/?)eCle

- qtan(HW)Z (;56012 + 7, g

in(26w)
Zo<z>nL+z W™ . (6.89)

Z°%er, — i%w+$nL, (6.88)

D(En =V$n - W

Equation (6.88) contains the first and second terms V(;AS + qAQASUn of the
Dirac equation, giving the electromagnetic interaction of the electron.
Equation (6.87) contains the first and second terms —V(;AS + qAQASGH of the
Dirac equation for a positron. There is no potential A term in Eq. (6.86)
nor Eq. (6.89), since anti-neutrinos and neutrinos have no electromagnetic
interaction. Since we have

Pe012 = i(—er + deL), (6.90)
we can read Eq. (6.89) and Eq. (6.88) as

Dénr = Vonr, (6.91)

~ ~ . q o .. q -
D nL — \Y nL — — 7 n —W el s 6.92
PnL PnL ) OnL +Z2s1n(0W) PeL (6.92)
Doer = Ver + qAderors + iq tan(Ow) 2 e, (6.93)

Déer = Voer + qAer 012,
) 1 -~ . q -~

— tan(0 — 2% —i————WT,. (6.94

Terms containing W+ and W~ which couple left electrons to left neutrinos
generate “charged currents”; terms containing Z° generate “neutral cur-
rents”. The Z° boson is linked to ¢r, ¢,z and ¢g, not to ¢,r. Similarly
we can read Eq. (6.86) and Eq. (6.87) as

Doar, = Var, (6.95)
> un o7 q _

D¢aR - V¢aR 7(201/‘/) Z QsaR + 7]72 ln(GW) w (pr, (696)

Dopr, = Vopr, — Ay, 012 + iq tan(Oy ) Z°0,, , (6.97)

D(ng = v;b\pR - qA;b\pRUIQ

+ iQ[_ tan(GW) + m]zoap}% mw—i_(ﬁ(ﬂ{. (6.98)
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Equation (6.95) signifies that the left anti-neutrino does not interact by
electro-weak forces. The electric charge of the positron is opposite to the
charge of the electron. But the comparison with the same relation for the
electron shows that, contrary to what is said about charge conjugation,
thought as changing the sign of any quantum number, only the exchange
between left and right waves plus the multiplication on the right by o3
give a change of sign. Other coefficients are conserved when passing from
electron to positron or from neutrino to anti-neutrino. Charge conjugation
must be seen as a pure quantum transformation acting only on the wave,
as described 7 in Sec. 3.5. A similar result was obtained by G. Lochak [48]
for the magnetic monopole: charge conjugation does not change the sign
of magnetic charges, and there is no polarization of the vacuum resulting
from spontaneous creation of pairs. It is the same for neutrinos, there is no
creation of pairs of neutrino—anti-neutrino similar to the creation of pairs
of particle-antiparticle with opposite® electric charges.

6.2 Invariances

As with electromagnetism, we can enlarge the relativistic invariance to
the greater group C'l5. With the Lorentz dilation R defined by a M element
in Cl3 satisfying x — 2/ = MaMT we have

O =Moe; ¢,=Mon; ¢,=Mdy; ¢, =M,; ¥ =NV

N = (1\04 %) . N = (? z\gf) . (6.99)

We may consider g; B and goW7, linked to gA, as covariants vectors:
g1B =Mg,B'M ; gsW' = MgyW'' M,
9B =Ng,B'N; ¢WJ = NghbWi'N. (6.100)
This allows D to be a covariant vector, varying as V:
D=MD'M; V=MV'M

D = ND'N. (6.101)
That also gives for the Weinberg—Salam angle
B +iW"? =i (A +iz"7), (6.102)

7. Furthermore, if we try to build a charge conjugation by changing other signs, we
get instead of Eq. (6.17) relations which do not give a U(1) x SU(2) gauge invariance.

8. This is also consistent with Eq. (4.76) and Eq. (4.77) where charge conjugation in
the neutrino case gives the same wave equation.
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which means that the 6y angle is C13 invariant and therefore is a relativistic
invariant. We get

D =MD'$., ; D¢, =MD'¢, (6.103)
D¢, =MD'¢, ; D, =DMD'd), (6.104)
DV = ND'V/, (6.105)

and the C'3 invariance of electro-weak interactions is completely similar to
the invariance of electromagnetism.

Operators Py, P;, P> and P; are built from projectors and have no
inverse. They are not directly elements of a gauge group. Nevertheless
we can build a Yang—Mills gauge group by using the exponential function.

o ,1 ,2 3

With four real numbers a”, a*, a, a°, we define

& 0 n
0py _ (a"Py)
exp(a’Py) = nE:O T (6.106)
) 0 1P 2P 3P n
exp(a’ Pj) = E (@ Py +a '2 +a'hy) . (6.107)
n!

n=

0
We get with Eq. (6.25) and Eq. (6.30) to Eq. (6.33)
)

0 _ [ exp(a’po)(de)  exp(a’po)(dn),
exp(a” Py) (V) = (exp(a o) (6 a)Ul exp(a®po (%)01) , (6.108)

exp(a®po) (¢nr) = ¢ pur 5 exp(a’po)(bnr) = bur, (6.109)
exp(a’po)(der) = €' der 5 exp(a’po)(per) = €** ¢er, (6.110)
exp(a’po) (dar) = € ¢ur 5 exp(a’p0)(bar) = dur, (6.111)
exp(a®po)(bpr) = € dpr 3 explaopo)(dpr) = ¢ 2 gy, (6.112)
exp(—a’Py) = [exp(a’Py)] " (6.113)

Next we let
a=+/(a")2+ (a2)2 + (a®)2; S=d'P;, (6.114)

and we get
[exp(S)](¥) = U + [—1 + cos(a)] Py (¥) + Sma(“) S(U),  (6.115)
lexp(—8)](¥) = W + [—1 + cos(a)] Py (¥) — Slncf“) S(W), (6.116)

which gives

exp(—S) = [exp(9)] " (6.117)
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Since Py commutes with S (see Eq. (6.16)) we get
exp(a’Py + S) = exp(a’Py) exp(S) = exp(S) exp(a’ ). (6.118)

The set of the operators exp(a®Py + ) is a U(1) x SU(2) Lie group. The
local gauge invariance under this group comes from the derivation of prod-
ucts. If we use

U = [exp(a’ Py + 9)](¥) ; D =~"D,,, (6.119)
then D, ¥ is replaced by D), ¥’ where
D,V =exp(a’Py + S)D, 7, (6.120)
2
B, =B, — —0,d°, (6.121)
g1
. . 2
W' P = | exp(S)W] P; — gﬁﬂ[exp(S)] exp(—S9). (6.122)

6.3 Geometry linked to the wave in space-time algebra

We saw in Sec. 3.3 that the wave of the electron defines at each point of
space-time a geometric transformation Eq. (3.44) from the tangent space-
time of an intrinsic manifold into the tangent space-time to our space-time
manifold. What does this transformation become when we consider the
wave W; of an electron-neutrino pair, or the complete wave ¥ of the first
generation? Any element M in Clg is sum of a scalar s, a vector v, a
bivector iw and a pseudo-scalar ip. We have

—

M=s+v+il+ip; M =s—0+iw—ip,
MV =s+0—il—ip; M =s—7—iW +ip. (6.123)
With the matrix representation of the space-time algebra studied in Sec.

1.4.1 and the N in Eq. (1.80) we associate to z = z*¢,, in Cl3 the space-time
vector

z0
Then the dilation R defined by Eq. (1.42) associates to the space-time

vector X the space-time vector x’ satisfying

x' = NxN, (6.125)

X = aiy, = (O x) . (6.124)

while the differential operator @ = v#0,, satisfies
d=NO'N. (6.126)
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Next the dilation D defined by Eq. (3.44) associates to the space-time vector
y, element of the tangent space-time to the intrinsic manifold linked to the
wave, a space-time vector x in the usual space-time, satisfying

~ 0\ =~ ¢ 0 0
x = Uyl: U= (?(E); - <‘5¢T); y =yl = (%) (6.127)

Now we consider the wave of the lepton case ¥; which reads

we(iB) =GR em
The generalization of Eq. (6.127) is
x=Uy¥,. (6.129)
But, since
X=Uy¥, =x, (6.130)

then x is the sum? of a scalar, a vector and a pseudo-scalar. To get only a
vector, we must separate the vector part. Denoting the vector part of the
multivector M as (M), we then let instead of Eq. (6.129)

x = (UyW);. (6.131)

We have
I (be ¢n 5e (b;rz)
= (% @) HICH
Pnlbe + Peydn Dyl + onjo},
= 6.132
((beyfb + Oy Snydl + fbeyst) (0132
which gives
x = (Uy¥) = (g g’) P @ = deydl + dnJo), (6.133)
We let
D=D.+D,; De(y) = ¢ey¢z ; Dn(y) = ¢n@\¢j~b (6'134>

D, is a direct dilation, conserving the orientation of time and space. D,
is an inverse dilation, conserving the orientation of time and changing the
orientation of space. The geometric transformation D : y — x is the sum
of these two dilations.

9. The same property in Cl3 proves that = is the sum of a scalar and a vector and
this is exact for a space-time vector.
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The element y is independent of the relative observer: if M is any
element of Cl} and N is given by Eq. (1.80), the dilation R defined in
Eq. (1.42) satisfies

o =MaM'; ¢, =Mo.; ¢, =My, (6.135)
¢, ¢ M¢. Mo,
g = et = | 5 ) = N 6.136
! <¢; o) = \ Mo, 16, " (6-136)
, 0z’ ~ S~ ~
X = /ZC\I 0 = NxN = N<\I/ly\I/l>1N = <N\I/ly\I/lN>1
= (Uy ). (6.137)

The non trivial equalities in Eq. (6.137) come from the decomposition of
the sum of a vector and a pseudo-vector in space time which is conserved
when we multiply by N and N. We then have

x = (UyW)); 5 x = (UyW)), (6.138)

with the same y for the observer of x as for the observer of x’.

6.4 Existence of the inverse

Our study in Sec. 5.2 of systems of electrons has introduced the inverse
¢~ ! which is defined only where det ¢ # 0. We can see that this condition
is satisfied everywhere for each bound state of the H atom (see Appendix
C). We saw previously that the wave of the electron is a part of the wave
¥, with value in Cl; 3 which must be also invertible. We must then get
det(\IJl) # 0.

We have not yet used one of the features of the standard model, because
it was not useful until now: the right part of the neutrino wave does not
interact, and the standard model can do anything without &,,. We can then
suppose

We then have with Eq. (6.2), Eq. (6.3) and Eq. (6.8):
§1€ _nge 0 _ngn
U =2 f]“‘e UCRE (6.140)

o 0 me =&,
Non 0 m2e &fe
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We let
pe = |det(¢e)| = 2[&renie + E2emiel, (6.141)
pL=|dm(¢m|;¢L::V§<m””“>7 (6.142)
2n 12e
pr = [det ()], (6.143)

The calculation of the determinant of the matrix Eq. (6.140) gives the

remarkable result:
pL=\/PE+ i (6.144)

It is then very easy to get an invertible W;: it happens as soon as ¢, is
invertible (for instance everywhere for each bound state of the H atom), or
as soon as 1, and 7, are linearly independent. This is a very interesting
use of the condition &, = 0, and means that all features of the standard
model are important. It also means that the true mathematical frame is
the Clifford algebras and that the existence of an inverse wave at each point
is physically useful.

6.5 Wave equations

The mass term of the Dirac equation links the right wave to the left
wave, we can read this in Eq. (2.12) and Eq. (2.13). W' and W? terms
in the electro-weak theory link left waves 7, 7, of the electron and its
neutrino, while B and W? terms work separately with left and right waves.
The Weinberg—Salam model takes advantage of the very small mass of the
electron to neglect ! its mass term. Mass is then missing in Sec. 6.1 to
Sec. 6.4.

When we consider the three spinors, one right and two left ones, nec-
essary to get the gauge group of electro-weak interactions, we have many
more tensorial densities: from 8 x 9/2 = 36 they are now 12 x 13/2 = 78.
Amongst these tensorial densities 6 form 3 complex quantities a, b, ¢ in
the place of a = Q; + i€25. The identity Eq. (6.144) uses two of these three
terms that, in the case electron+neutrino, replace the unique density p in
Eq. (2.33):

ap =a=det(¢e) ; —b=det(¢pr); az=—b" (6.145)

10. This approximation is a posteriori satisfied by the huge mass of the Z° which
is 180,000 times the mass of the electron. This approximation was inevitable because
the mass term of the linear Dirac equation cannot be compatible with the electro-weak
gauge.
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The third term ag = ¢ = 2(&1e75,, + &2¢15,,) allows us to build the density
p = \aia} + asal + azaj. (6.146)

This allows a mass term for a wave equation that is both form invariant

and gauge invariant for the ¥U; wave of the electron and its neutrino [21]:

Ty (DY))y012 + mplyx; = 0, (6.147)

where x; is a term depending on ¥, defined in Eq. (B.91). For the form
invariance (therefore also for the relativistic invariance) we establish in
Eq. (B.41) the invariance of mp and in Eq. (B.104) and Eq. (B.105) the
invariance of the mass term. The wave equation Eq. (6.147) is then invariant
under the R transformation defined by M in Eq. (1.42) and N in Eq. (1.80).
The wave equation becomes [21]:

V(DU yo12 +m'p Ui =05 mp=m/p ; Uixi=Tx. (6.148)
This wave equation cannot be obtained from the linear Dirac equation
because the relation Eq. (B.91) linking x; to ¥; destroys the linearity of the
equation. Consequently the homogeneous nonlinear equation of chapter 3 is
an obligatory intermediate allowing us to link our extended wave equation
to the Dirac equation: The wave equation Eq. (3.1) is exactly what remains
in Eq. (6.147) when the wave of the neutrino is canceled. And the Dirac
equation is the linear approximation of our Eq. (3.1).

In any domain of the space-time where the wave of the electron is null
or negligible p = 0 then the wave equation of the neutrino is reduced to
V1, = 0 which is the wave equation of the usual neutrino, that moves with
the velocity of light. This wave is without interaction, since the neutrino
interacts only with the electron and its ¢, wave.

Under the gauge transformation defined by Eq. (6.119) to Eq. (6.122)
we get (a detailed calculation is in B.3):

‘T’;(D/‘I’f)%u + mp‘T’ZXE =0. (6.149)
A detailed calculation of Eq. (6.147) shows that two of the 16 numeric equa-
tions are cancelled, and only two of the 14 numeric equations are simple:
the real part is £ = 0 where £ is the Lagrangian density giving Eq. (6.147).
Then a double link exists, like in the case of the electron alone, between the
wave equation and the Lagrangian density: this density is the real scalar
part of the wave equation, and this wave equation may be obtained from
this density by the variational calculus. This double link may be considered
as the true reason for the presence in quantum physics of the variational
calculus. The other simple equation is the conservation of the current [21]:

8,J"=0; J=Do+Dy; Do=¢edl; Dy=dnol,. (6.150)
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The wave of the pair electron-+neutrino may then be normalized. But the
interpretation of this density of probability as a probability of presence
of the particle is impossible since the density uses both the wave of the
electron and the wave of the neutrino. We shall see in chapter 9 where the
density of probability comes from.



Chapter 7

Electro-weak and strong interactions

We extend the gauge invariance to the quark sector, using Cl; 5. We
present in this frame the SU(3) group of chromodynamics. We study
the geometric transformation generated by the complete wave. We get
another remarkable identity which makes the complete wave invertible.
We get a wave equation with mass term that is form invariant and gauge
invariant under the gauge group of the standard model.

7.1 Electro-weak interactions: the quark sector

For the first generation of fundamental fermions the standard model
includes 16 fermions, 8 particles and their antiparticles. We studied pre-
viously the case of the electron, its neutrino, its antiparticle the positron
and its anti-neutrino. We put these waves into a unique wave ¥;. Each
generation includes also two quarks with three states, so we get six waves
similar to ¢, or ¢,. Quarks of the first generation are named u and d
and the couple d—u is similar to n—e for electro-weak interactions but with
differences since the electric charge of u is §|e| while the charge of d is
—%|e|. Similarly to the lepton sector, the electric charges of antiparticles
are opposite to charges of particles. Three states of “color” are named r,
g, b (red, green, blue). So we build a wave with all fermions of the first
generation as

(U, T,

oo (8, o
where U; is defined by Eq. (6.8) and ¥,, ¥,, U} are defined on the same
model:

\I]r _ A¢dr A(bur _ (Edr (?\ur ’ (72)
¢ﬂr01 ¢3T01 ¢ur (bdr

93
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(bdg ¢uq ¢dg (bug
W = -~ -~ = - - 7.
g <¢uggl ¢dggl> <¢uq ¢dq> ' ( 3>

_ [ Pa Pub | _ [ Pdb Dub
= <¢m)01 ¢gbal> <¢ub ¢db> ' (7.4)

The wave is a function of space-time with value into Cl; 5 which is a sub-
algebra of Cls o = Ms(C) (see Sec. 1.5). As previously, electro-weak inter-
actions are obtained by replacing partial derivatives with covariant deriva-
tives. Now we use the notation of Sec. 1.5 and let

W/ =LFW), j=1,23; D=L"D,; L°=Lo; L' =—L;, (7.5)

for 7 = 1,2,3. The covariant derivative reads now

D(¥) = 2(¥) + T-B Py(¥) + LW/ P;(¥). (7.6)
We use two projectors P, satisfying
PL(¥) = %(‘I’ £1iVLs) ; i= Lois. (7.7)
Three operators act on the quark sector as on the lepton sector :
P, (V) =P, (¥)Ls3s, (7.8)
Py(¥) =P, (V)Ls012, (7.9)
Py(V) =P (V)Loise. (7.10)

The fourth operator acts differently on the lepton wave and on the quarks:

n- (2185 720)

. . .
Po(\I/l) = U;y91 + P (\I/l)l = U;y91 + 5(\1/11 + 1\1/1’730), (712)

1 . 1 Lo
Plo(\IJT) = —E\I/T’Ygl + P_ (\I/r)l = _g\pr'ﬁl + 5(\I/Tl + I\IJT’)/;;()). (713)

This is very important: first the value —1/3 shall give the four correct values
of the charges of quarks and antiquarks. Next if all four operators were
identical we should get four states and an SU(4) group for chromodynamics
and the electron should be sensitive to strong interactions. Since only three
parts of the wave are similar, we will get in the next paragraph an SU(3)
group for chromodynamics. Now we get two identical formulas by replacing
the r index by g and b. We can abbreviate and we remove indices r, g, b
to study the electro-weak covariant derivative. We let

/ o p/O/(\QSd) p/O/(\(bu)
P“”‘Qmmwmu%m>’ (7
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which gives with Eq. (7.13):
P'o(D) = — % ( P43 $uos )

— o301 —¢303U1
) — oy 1 o — 0
Ll pa =9 Ll _$a0s —duos | (7.15)
2 \ ¢uo1 —¢g01 2 \ ¢uo3o1 —dgo301
We then get the system :

Po(60) =~ 6403+ 504+ 50us = £(26ur + dus)

p/()((bu) - - %(buaii - %Qbu - %(buaii - %(_4¢uR + ¢uL)7
p’o(q%) =%$a03 + %0% + %8@03 = %(‘@m — QAER)a (7.16)
p/o(gg) :éagas - %fgg - 25303 = %(—QQZH - (EER).

Since P;, P> and P3 are unchanged in the quark sector, we get from
Eq. (6.41), Eq. (6.43) and Eq. (6.45)

p1(¢a) = idurs p1(du) = idars p1(dw) = —idge; pL(dg) = —idur, (7.17)
p2(6a) = bur; p2(9u) = ~bar; p2(dw) = ~bap; p2(d) = dur,  (7.18)
p3(ba) = —idar; p3(du) = idur; ps(da) = —idur; ps(dy) = idgp. (7.19)
Now Eq. (7.6) gives
DV, = v, + %BP’O(\IJT) + %Wﬁpj(m), (7.20)
and we get, similarly to Eq. (6.47) to Eq. (6.50)

Dz = Vo + %Bplo(aﬂ) + %ijj(é/f;ﬂ)» (7.21)
Do = Vg + 5B o(07) + 5 Wnj (dq). (7.22)
Do = Véu+ 5 Br'o(¢a) + 5 Wn;(00). (7.23)
Do = Vou + 5 Byo(6u) + S Wp;(0). (7.24)

With Eq. (7.16) to Eq. (7.19) this gives
~ ~ i o~ o~
Doy = Vi + 5 B3 (46ur. — dur)
+ DI (—idgp) + W (~dgp) + W (=idur)l,  (7.25)
~ ~ g1 ~ ~
Doz =Vog+ ?Bg(—%aL — ¥3gr)

+ %[Wl(—igﬁR) + W2zr) + W3i$3R], (7.26)
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Déq = Vg + & B (2¢dR + Par)

- 922 (Wh(igur) + W2(6ur) + Wi(=igar)l,  (7:27)
B(bu = ﬁﬂsu + %Eé(_4¢uR + ¢uL)
+ LW idar) + W(=ar) + Woligur)l.  (7.28)

We separate right and left waves, this gives
~ ~ 2 ~ 2
Déur = Véur —i(=3)91Bdar; Dutte = Outte — i(=3)91Butra,  (7.29)

D¢y = Vg, — Z(+§)913¢3L; D,z = Oung — Z(+§)913;ﬂ73, (7.30)

D¢gr = Voar — 1(—§)ng¢dR; D, q = 0,8a — 1(_§)ngu€d7 (7.31)

Dour = Vun — i(+2)g1Bbur: Dy = Opbu — i(+2)g1Buba.  (7.32)

3 3
Comparison with Sec. 6.1 shows that quarks and anti-quarks have prede-
termined electric charges: —2|e| for anti-quark %, +3|e| for anti-quark d,

+%|e| for the u quark and — e| for! the d quark. Separatlon of right and
left waves from Eq. (7.25) to Eq. (7.28) gives also

Déun = Voun — i Boun + 2[—iW bguWdgp — W bur],  (7.33)
Dégp = Vg — B¢3R + 7[—z’W1¢aR + W2gar) + iW3ggp], (7.34)
Déar = Var + z—BqﬁdL +2 [ W'bur + W2bur, — iW3¢ar],  (7.35)
Déur = Véur +iL Bm + = [zwlm — W2par + iW3¢ur].  (7.36)

Using the conjugation ¢ — 8 we get

Déur = Vo + i Boun + T [+iW da — W + W o], (7.37
Déap = Vo + zg—lnggR + —[—l—ingbaR + W2¢mr) — iW3¢,], (7.38
Déar = Voar, — Z—B¢dL +2

D(buL = v(buL - ZEB(buL +

(7.37)
(7.38)
5 2 [—iW ur, + W2gur +iW3¢ar], (7.39)
(7.40)

7[—z'WlongL —W2gar — iW3¢ur]. (7.40

1. Another mechanism giving the :I:% and :I:%e charges of quarks was proposed in
Sec. 5.3 of [15].
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This gives a left doublet of particles and a right doublet of antiparticles.
With Eq. (6.72) and

Y, = (%) ; YrR= ( u) ; (7.41)
Td d
we get

Dytr = 8ty — i%lB#@ZJL . z'%?(wulﬁ WP + Widts)br, (7.42)

Db = 0tbr +i % Buon — i (W' my = Wro + Wiy )om. (7.43)
We can then say that charge conjugation not only changes the signs of
electric charges, but also the right and the left waves. It also changes the
orientation of the space of the 7;, where a direct basis (71, 72, 73), is replaced
by an inverse basis (11, —72, 73). We encounter this basis both here and in
the wave of an antiparticle Eq. (4.64) used by de Broglie.

7.2 Chromodynamics

We start from generators of the SU(3) gauge group of chromodynamics

010 0—-i0 100
M=(100], m=[i00], =(0-10],
000 000 000
001 00 —i 000
M= (000],x=]000],)x=[001],
100 i0 0 010
000 L [0
M= (00-i], s=— {010 |. (7.44)
0i 0 V300 -2

To simplify notations we use now [, r, g, b instead of ¥;, ¥,, ¥ , ¥;. So

we have U = <; Z) Then this gives
r g r —ig r r
Mlgl=1Ir|, 2lg]l=|i |, Xl9]=|-9]
b 0 b 0 b 0
r b r —ib r 0
)\4 g = 0 5 )\5 = 0 5 )\6 g = b y (745)
b r b ir b g
r 0 r 1 r
A7 =|=-ib], |lg]l=—F42| 9
b ig b V3 —2b
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We name I';, the operators corresponding to A; acting on ¥. We get with
projectors Eq. (1.93):

1 0
Iy (V) = §(L4‘I’L4 + Lo1235 ¥ Lo1235) = (T g) ; (7.46)
1 0 —ig
a(V) = §(L5‘I’L4 — L1234 ¥ Lo1235) = v 0 ) (7.47)
[3(0) = PTUP~ — P~UP* = <_Og g) : (7.48)

00b

Fy(¥) = Lo12s3 PP~ = (0 .

_ 0 —ib
) i Is(W) = Low2aa ¥ P~ = (0 o ) , (7.49)

0 0

) 00 o
D¢(¥) = P~ WLoi2s3 = <b g) ; D7(V) = —iP" WLy = (—ib ig) , (7.50)

1 _ _ 1 /0
Fg(W¥) = E(P U Lo12345 + Lo123as WP ™) = 7 (g _T%) : (7.51)

Everywhere the upper left term is 0, so all I'y project the wave ¥ on its
quark sector.

We can extend the covariant derivative of electro-weak interactions
Eq. (7.6):

D(¥) = 9(¥) + $B Py(¥) + ZWIP(0) + LML (V). (752)

where g3 is another constant and G* are eight terms called “gluons”. Since
I, commute with any element of Cly 3 and since Pj(iV;ng) = iPj(¥ina)
for 7 = 0,1,2,3 and ind = [, 7, g,b each operator il'y, commutes with all
operators P;.

Now we use 12 real numbers a°, ¢/, j = 1,2,3 and b*, k = 1,2,....8.
We let

j=3 k=8
S1=Y aP;; Sy=» by, (7.53)
j=1 k=1

and we get, using exponentiation (see Sec. 6.2)

exp(a’Py + S1 + S2) = exp(a’Py) exp(S1) exp(Sz) (7.54)
The set of these operators is a U(1) x SU(2) x SU(3) Lie group. The only
difference with the standard model is that the structure of this group is not
postulated but calculated. The invariance under C7% (and in particular the
relativistic invariance) of this covariant derivative is similar to Eq. (6.105)
with underlined terms. The gauge invariance reads with

U’ = [exp(a’Py 4+ S1 + 8)|(¥) ; D=L"D, ; D' =L"D;,,  (7.55)
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D, V' = exp(a’ Py + S1 + S2)D,, ¥, (7.56)
2
B, = B, — —,a’, 7.57
= B O (7.57)
i ; 2
Wi p, = [exp(sl)w,ggj - g—zau[exp(sl)]] exp(—S1), (7.58)
. . 2
G/l = [ exp(S2) Gl — 0 [exp(S2)] | exp(~$2). (7.59)

The SU(3) group generated by operators projecting on the quark sector
acts only on this sector of the wave:

PHexp(bFily) (V)P = PHOpPt = (‘I(’)l g) . (7.60)
We get then a U(1) x SU(2) x SU(3) gauge group for a wave including
all fermions of the first generation. This group acts on the lepton sector
only by its U(1) x SU(2) part. The physical translation is: leptons do not
strongly interact, they have only electromagnetic and weak interactions.
This is fully satisfied in experiments. The novelty here is that this comes
from the structure itself of the quantum wave. Since it is independent of
the energy scale, we understand why great unified theories do not work.

7.3 Three generations, four neutrinos

The aim of theoretical physics is to understand experimental facts. To-
day we have to understand both why we get only three kinds of leptons and
quarks and a fourth neutrino, without electro-weak interactions. Actual ex-
periments show both the limitation to three kinds of light leptons from the
study of the Z° and the possible existence of a fourth neutrino without
electro-weak interactions. We explained the existence of three kinds of lep-
tons in chapter 5. This is easily generalized to the three generations of the
standard model. Two other generations are gotten by replacing the privi-
leged third direction o3 by o1 or o2, everywhere this direction is used. The
passage from one to another generation must be seen as a circular permu-
tation of indices 1 — 2+ 3 +— 1l or 1 — 3 — 2 — 1 for the other. For
instance the o3 in Eq. (6.11) which defines left and right projectors must
be replaced by o1 or o2. The o7 in Eq. (6.8) which links the wave of the
particle to the wave of the antiparticle must be replaced by o2 or o3. These
changes imply that each generation should be treated separately and it is
the reason for this separate treatment in the standard model. Now for a
fourth generation we have no other similar possibility since the Cl3 algebra
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is based on the 3-dimensional physical space. We cannot get a fourth set
of operators similar to the P,.

But the existence of a fourth neutrino [20] is possible because Cl3 has
four generators with square —1. The wave equation of the electron includes
one of these four generators, ios3 = o12. Now io; = 023 and ioy = 031
explain why two other kinds of leptons exist. We can also build an invariant
wave equation with the fourth generator, i = o123:

O(V)or23 +mp = 0. (7.61)

Multiplying on the left by ¢ ! we get with p = e B¢ the equivalent
equation

Véi+me Pp=0; Vé=ime #o. (7.62)

Contrary to our homogeneous non-linear wave equation Eq. (3.1) which

has the Dirac equation as linear approximation, this wave equation cannot

come from linear quantum theory: it has no linear approximation because

the 3 angle is not small, it is now the angle of the phase? of the wave. We
can nevertheless get plane waves. We search now solutions satisfying

p=eCpy; o= muyat 5 v =oclu,, (7.63)

where v is a fixed reduced speed and ¢ is also a fixed term. We get:

Vo = U“Bu(ewao) = imve?gy. (7.64)
And we have
D) =e Whoe oy = e o (7.65)
Then if we let
body = poe'™, (7.66)
we get
B=PBo—2p; e Pp=e P20 e, = ¢m(Fo=?) gy (7.67)
Then Eq. (7.61) is equivalent to
imve'® gy = ime"Po—%) g (7.68)
v = e~y
ePovgy = ¢o. (7.69)

2. This is another reason to think that the homogeneous non-linear equation is better
than its linear approximation.
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Conjugating, we get

e~y = do. (7.70)
So we get
do = ePovgy = ePoyle™PoBigg] = vigy. (7.71)
Then if ¢g # 0 we get
1=v0 (7.72)

which gives Eq. (3.30). Since Eq. (7.70) implies Eq. (3.33) we get the
same results as with our non-linear wave equation: existence of plane waves
with only positive energy. Developing Eq. (7.61) we get a system of eight
equations similar to the system Eq. (2.75) to Eq. (2.82) and four of these
equations are the conservation of the D), currents (9, D}, = 0) [20]. Then the
density of probability is conservative and there is no possible disintegration
of such a particle. Without a set of operators P, there are no electro-weak
forces. Therefore only gravitational interactions remain possible. Such an
object could be a part? of the dark * matter.

7.4 Geometric transformation linked to the complete wave

The complete wave ¥ containing the wave of leptons and quarks of the
first generation defined in Eq. (7.1) satisfies (the proof is in Appendix A)

U= (91’ ‘E> : (7.73)
U, U,

The wave has value in the Clifford algebra Cl; 5. Each element reads

n=>6
U=>"0,, (7.74)
n=0

where (U),, = U, is named an n-vector. The reverse satisfies
U=+ U, — Uy — g+ Uy + Uy — T, (7.75)

We define the v-part A, of any multivector A as the sum of the vectorial
part and of the pseudo-vectorial part in the complete space-time:

Ay = Ay + As, (7.76)

3. The fourth neutrino, insensitive to weak interactions, is not forbidden by the dis-
integrating Z°, that gives a maximum of three weakly interacting light neutrinos.

4. The fourth neutrino is its own anti-particle, because the charge conjugation
Eq. (2.96) does not change the differential term.
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because it is this vectorial part which replaces in Cl 5 the vectorial part
(M)1 of the space-time algebra. It is linked to the fact that vectors of
Cly 5 are 5-vectors of Cls 1 and vice-versa. We should then get the same
definition of the vectorial part by using Cls ;. We use

Ty = 2" Ly + 28 Ly Lo12345 5 Yo = Y" L + y& Ly Lo12345, (7.77)
M, = M + M; (778)
Ty =2(Uy,0), ; x= to, ;. x=aty,. (7.79)

The transformation linked to the wave reads

fiye =y =2(Vy,0),. (7.80)
Contrary to the R dilation obtained in the case electron+neutrino , where
the usual space-time acts alone, the f transformation is a transformation
from the sub-space of M, into the same subspace of the usual manifold.

We get
0 a9 0 yo
v = y Yo = 81
! <~”C1 0) Y (yl 0) (781)

21 = 2y Uy + U,y 0,) (7.82)
To = Q(q/ryl\i}r + \ylyQ\AI;l). (783)

Next we let
r) =x+ x5+t +ad + (2° +22)i
+(

5 5y

IQZX—X5—x4+x§ o — Tyl

n=y+ys+yt+vs+ (0 +yd)i 7.86
o=y —ys -y +ys+(y° —yd)i 7.87

that finally gives

T = @e(y — ys)oL + on (T — Us) Bl + 2R{e )l [~ + y5 + (v° — 42)il}
+ Gar(Y + Ys) 0L, + Sur (T + U5) 0L, + 2R{bardl, [v* + va + (v° + ¥2)il}
+ Gag(y — Ys) By + Gug (T — T5) 8l + 2R{ gl [—y" + 45 + (v° — 93)il}

)
+ dan(y + ys)éf’;b + (¥ + @5)¢Lb + 2§R{¢db¢1b[y4 + 5 + (¥° +y2)il}
(7.88)

This equality is a generalization of Eq. (6.133) obtained in the case elec-
tron+neutrino. We may remark that the supplementary dimensions are
mixed with the ordinary dimensions. We may also remark that the trans-
formation is linear in y.
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7.4.1 Invariance
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The dilation R induced by any element M of Cl3 satisfying Eq. (1.42)

reads in space-time algebra, with the N of Eq. (1.80):

n=3 =3
x’:NxN;x:E x“vﬂ;x’zg oMy, U = Ny,
n=0 =0

and we need the same transformation for the waves of quarks:

V. =N, ; U =NU, ; U} =N,

We let
MO 0 0
N_ (NOY_|oMO o0
“\0N 0 0MPO
00 0M
We then get
M 0 0 0
~ (NO) [0MFO O
“\oN) |0 0 MO
0 0 0 Mt
With

rh =x' +xj +2 +x’§ + (2 —|—ac'g)i7
zh=x — x5 — ot x’g + (x’5 - a:/g)i,
the generalization of Eq. (6.135) and Eq. (6.136) in Cl; 5 reads
z, = Na:vl(I ;U =NU,
which gives
U’ = NV = UN.
Then the first equality Eq. (7.96) is equivalent to the system:
x' + a:/g +2% = N(x + 22 + 2Pi)N,
x, + 2" + 2/ = N(xs + 2* + 251)N.

(7.89)

(7.90)

(7.91)

(7.92)

(7.96)

(7.97)
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And since we can separate the different multivector parts, this is equivalent
to the system:

x' = NxN, (7.100)
x, = NxsN, (7.101)
o'y + 2% = (2} + PPI)NN, (7.102)
o+ 2= (a* + 23NN, (7.103)
With Eq. (1.43) these two last equalities read
azlg +ig’” = ret (x2 + ix®), (7.104)
4 in’d = re' (2t +iad). (7.105)

This separation between the different components of the global space-time
explains why we usually see only the real components of the 4-dimensional
space-time vector x. Only the usual space-time has real components. Equa-
tion (7.104) and Eq. (7.105) indicates both that these two supplementary
dimensions act as complex dimensions and that they separate completely
the usual space-time in the global space-time. A space-time with one or two
supplementary conditions has been used as early as [59]. The problem was
always to explain why classical physics does not see these supplementary
dimensions. Here this problem is automatically solved by the difference
coming from the invariance group of physical laws.

The form invariance of the geometric transformation f results from

Eq. (7.96) and Eq. (7.97) which give

[ty = (\I}yv\:[])v (7106)
fiye 2y = (Uy,0), = (NUy,UN),
= N(¥y,V),N = Nz,N. (7.107)

Similarly to what we said in Sec. 3.3, y, is independent of the observer and
intrinsic to the wave.

7.5 Existence of the inverse

To extend the complete wave to a system we need the inverse U—!, and
we are not in a field, only in an algebra, where the inverse does not always
exist. The standard model uses only left waves for the quarks. We get then
for the color 7:

0 _nzdr 0 _n;ur
v, =va| O e O e (7.108)
Mur 0 Mar 0O
Mwr 0 12gr 0O
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and two similar equalities for colors g and b. Now we consider two matrices:

Me Min MNidr Mur _656 Me MNidr NMiur

L _ \/5 MN2e  TM2n N2dr T2ur ;M _ \/5 fle MN2e T2dr N2ur ) (7109)
Mdg Mug Mdb Mub 0 Midg Mdb Mub
M2dg N2ug M2db N2ub 0 1249 M2db M2ub

We get the remarkable identity
det (V) = | det(L)|* + | det(M)[*. (7.110)

We can then see the waves of the standard model as having the maximum
number of degrees of freedom compatible with the existence of an inverse
wave W1,

In the M matrix in Eq. (7.109) the g color is less present than the other
colors b and g. This seems abnormal. Technically the reason is simple:
since the only right term & is on the same column as the u, wave, when we
suppress all terms of one column or all terms of one line in the calculation
of a determinant the uy term necessarily disappears.

Here the main mathematical tool is Clifford algebra and not complex
matrix algebra. The space-time algebra is not identical to the algebra of
4 x 4 complex matrices. The Cl 5 algebra of the 6-dimensional space-time
is not identical to the algebra of 8 x 8 complex matrices. We encounter
only sub-algebras, moreover not as complex algebras but as real algebras.
The use of complex matrices is somewhere based on a kind of mathematical
accident, a fortuitous coincidence: the identification between the Clifford
algebra of the physical space and the algebra of 2 x 2 complex matrices,
even if it is only as algebras on the real field.

For instance a consequence is that ¥ matrices are not at all symmetric.
Zero terms are in columns, not in lines. Lines 1, 2 and 5, 6 of the ¥ matrix
are multiplied by M while line 3,4 and 7, 8 are multiplied on the contrary
by M when we get the form invariance. We may also remark that all terms
of L and M matrices in Eq. (7.109) are left terms, multiplied by M in
the form invariance. When we look at operators in the electro-weak gauge
group we see that they operate on columns of matrices, not on lines.

Another consequence: to take the adjoint is not an important trans-
formation. This should be the case if the theory of hermitian and unitary
matrices is fundamental. The main transformation, that we use again and
again all over this book, is the reversion (A — ;{) This reversion is defined
in any Clifford algebra. It is this reversion and nothing else that appears in
calculations. It happens that the reversion is equivalent to take the adjoint
in space algebra, and only in space algebra. Both in the space-time algebra
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and in the algebra of 6-dimensional space-time the reversion is not equiva-
lent to taking the adjoint and it uses also an exchange between the matrix
bloc up-left and the matrix bloc down-right while the two other blocs re-
main at their places because they are twice exchanged. If the SU(3) that
exchanges the r, g, b color states was fundamentally unitary it should be
effectively necessary for the green color to play exactly the same role as the
red and blue colors.

And since this is not exactly true we see that the unitarity of the U(1) x
SU(2) x SU(3) structure is largely accidental from the mathematical point
of view, which means that it does not imply the necessity of unitary groups.
The main structure is the Cl; 5 algebra and its multiplicative left and right
automorphisms.

7.6 Wave equation with mass term

The wave equation [22]

0= (Q\I/)L()lg + M, (7111)
has for mass term
M _ <m2p2Xb m2p2Xg) ) (7112)
Mmap2Xr M1P1X1

with the a; defined from the ¥; and s; in Eq. (B.168) to Eq. (B.182) and

j=15
Pl = aa} + agal +azal ; pir= Z 5787 (7.113)

j=1

Since only the U(1) x SU(2) part of the gauge group acts on the elec-
tron+neutrino wave, the wave equation acts separately in a lepton part
and a quark part:

_ l 00 . 1 \Ijl 0
0= (DY) Loi2 +mip (0 ) V=140 (7.114)
c c c c 0 \Ilr
0= (D¥°)Lo12 + map2X; X = <);: )B(J); U = <\I/q \Ifb)' (7.115)

The x¢, ¢ = r,g,b are defined in Eq. (B.184) to Eq. (B.186). The wave
equation Eq. (7.114) is equivalent to

DU v012 + mipixi =05 7012 = V07172, (7.116)
which is the equation that we have previously studied, with m; = m,
p1 = p. This wave equation is equivalent to the invariant form:

-~ ~ -~ b AT
U (DY)v012 +mip1¥ixi =05 ¥ = (i—ﬁe i?) . (7.117)
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We want to establish the double link between the lagrangian density and
the wave equation for the complete wave equation Eq. (7.117). We shall use
only this: the real part of the invariant equation is the sum of the lepton
term previously studied and the corresponding term for the quark part of
the wave equation. This one is equivalent to the invariant form:

0= @C(D\I’C)Lom + mnglic ‘, (7.118)

Ge_ [V ¥ c_ [ XbXg
v ; = . 7.119
(W O) = (7.119

From the covariant derivative Eq. (7.52), with the P; operators in Eq. (7.7)
to Eq. (7.13), the Ty, in Eq. (7.46) to Eq. (7.51) and with ¥¢ in Eq. (7.115)
we get

DUe = (“(1)9 ﬁb) , (7.120)

A, =0%, — 5 B\I/(ﬂzl + 22 (W U, y3i+ W20, y3 — W3 i)

+ 2(GY, - G, - G3i\Ifg + GO, + GT, + 75(;8@9)7
(7.121)

=0, — EB\I’b’m +2 (W Uyysi+ W2T,y3 — W3E,)
+ %(G‘*ixyr ~ G, + G6i\Ifg -G, — TGSipr), (7.122)
Ar = B\IJT — B\IJT’)/21 —+ = (Wl T’)/31 + W \I/T’Y:g, — WS\I/ 1)
+ %S(Glillfg G2, + G3i\Ifr + G, + GO, o+ ﬁGgi\Dr).
(7.123)
Next we get
V(DY) Lora + map2¥x°©
_ Uy (Apy012 + mapaxs) + U, (Ary012 + mapaxr) ?b(Ag'YOH + mapaXg)
U, (Apyor2 + mapaxs) U, (Agvo12 + mapaXxg)
(7.124)

The calculation of the Lagrangian density for the complete equation is
similar to the calculation in the electron-+neutrino case. We have

L=L+L, (7.125)
L. = Z Loc + g1 Z Lic+ g2 Z Loc + g3Ls + maps. (7.126)

c=r.g,b c=r.g,b c=r.g,b
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The calculation of L;., for j = 0,1, 2, replaces the e-n pair by the dc-uc pair
and suppress the right £ term. Then we get, on the model of Eq. (B.72) to
Eq. (B.74):

Loc = %[—i(ﬁgcff“@wdc + chauaﬁtnm)]» (7.127)

B
L= —%(n;&ca”ndc + njwo“r]uc), (7.128)
3

w
—- (ndcaﬂndc nlcaﬂnuc)~ (7129)

Lop = —%[(W; + iWi)n:;cU“nuc] + = )

Since three SU(2) groups are contained in SU(3) the calculation of L3 has
similarities to the calculation of L5 and we get

[(Gl +iG? )( 0 ' Nag + 77ur‘7 “Thug)]
(G, +iG3) (0}, 0™ Nab + 0l 0" )]
(G5, +iGT) (0}, 0" na + 1l g0 1))

G3 ;
+ 5 (= 150 Ny — 0l 0 N + 00 Nag + 1l 0 Nug)
8
+ F( n;raﬂndr - nLrG#nur + 277;b0'#77db

+ 2n£ba“nub — nLgU“ndg — nLgU"nug). (7.130)

Like in the lepton case, the real part of the wave equation is simply the
equality

£=0. (7.131)

This link between the wave equation and the Lagrangian density is very
strong from the mathematical point of view, since it comes from an algebraic
calculation, similar to taking the real part of a complex number. The
calculation going from the Lagrangian density, by the variational calculus
and an integration by parts, is very dubious from the physical point of
view for propagating waves. This method is nevertheless always available
on the mathematical point of view. It is in this way that we got the wave
equation Eq. (7.111) and the y.. Similarly to Eq. (6.150) only one numeric
equation coming from Eq. (7.117) is simple, the law of conservation of the
total current:

O Jl =0 (7.132)
Ji = bar®l, + Gurdly + baghhy, + dugdly + davdly, + dupdl,. (7.133)
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7.6.1 Form invariance of the wave equation

Under the Lorentz dilation R induced by an invertible M satisfying

' =MzM'; det(M)=re? ; x=alo,; o' =10, (7.134)

T];c - M”]uc ; 77(/15 - J/\Z’rldc ; ¢:ic - M(stc ; ¢’/u,c - M¢UC7 (7'135>
! 4 M 0 C uc

v = ?;ic sl ) = — ?d (ZAS =NU.; c=r,g,b, (7.136)
uc Ydc 0 M ¢uc ¢dc

we then get

- N 0 A rpa 00
N= (O N), o=1 m-(ao), (7.137)

which implies

TR O T (fg ]%) D=NDN (1)
We then get
V(DY) Lotz = N D'NU Lotz = U (D'V") Loz, (7.139)

It remains to study the mass term. All s; are determinants of terms similar
to ¢, which implies:

s = det(¢) = det(M¢) = det(M) det(¢) = re”s;, (7.140)
s =re st ph=rps. (7.141)
This gives
¢ by c 2 e re M 0 .
X = (;(f’ )8‘7>; r2paxC = plox' = ( 0 eioqf ] PEXS (T:142)
—1,-i0
Je r e "M 0 ~ 1 .
= o~ x.=N , 7.143
X ( 0 T1619M> X X ( )

TN = TENN 1y = Toye. (7.144)
Therefore the form invariance of the wave equation is equivalent to the
following condition on the mass term:

mhph = Mmaps ; MHT = Mma. (7.145)
And we saw in chapter 3 the link between this relation and the existence
of the Planck constant [18]. A detailed study of the gauge invariance is
in appendix B. Like in the case of the lone electron or with the electron-
neutrino pair, the wave equation Eq. (7.111), that describe all objects of the
first generation, particles and antiparticles, is a wave equation with mass

term, form invariant then relativistic invariant, and gauge invariant under
the U(1) x SU(2) x SU(3) group.
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7.7 Charge of quarks

We saw how the fractional charge of quarks is determined by the only
change of the Py operator in Eq. (6.13) into the similar P operator in
Eq. (7.13). Since the right part of the quark wave is canceled this operator
is reduced to

1
POI(\IJC):IC\IJCFY?D C:T,g,b; k:—§ (7146)
It is easy to establish that the k factor must be the same for all quarks,
because if it was not the same we should not be able to get the gauge
invariance under the U(1) x SU(2) x SU(3) group. But where does the
k = —1% value come from? To see this, we separate in the complete wave

3
its left part L and its right part:

. 1 . o U, U,
L= 2(\11 +iVLg) = (‘I’b ‘I’c) . (7.147)
We use S such as
1 1

S = Loizaas; PT = 5(1 +8); P~ = 5(1 - 9). (7.148)
We then get

(Y kT,

Py(L) = <k\I/b k\I/c> Loy

= (P"LPT +kPTLP™ + kP LP" + kP LP )Ly  (7.149)
1+ 3k 1—-k
_ Z L+ == (SL+ LS + SLS)|Lar. (7.150)
The choice k = —% that we made in Sec. 6.3 and that gives the value of

each charge of quark, value coming from the model of quarks, is then the
choice allowing to simplify the calculations: the P, operator has only one

term, and this term is symmetric on S:
1
Py(L) = g(SL + LS+ SLS)Lo;. (7.151)

The study of the boson part of the standard model will allow us to see what
is interesting in this simplification. The fractional charge of quarks is then
not at all arbitrary; the choice k = —% is necessary to get the simplified

3
form of the P, operator.



Chapter 8

Magnetic monopoles

We present here the recent experimental works on magnetic
monopoles. Next we apply to the magnetic monopole our study of
electro-weak interactions.

8.1 Russian experimental works

Recent experimental work on magnetic monopoles began with V.F.
Mikhailov [60]. He was continuing work made fifty years ago by F. Ehren-
haft. An electric arc produces ferromagnetic dusts that are conducted by
Ar gas into a chamber where a laser lights them up. Into the chamber
the ferromagnetic particles are moved by a magnetic field and an electric
field orthogonal to the magnetic field. The direction of the fields may be
reversed. Movements are observed, under the light of the laser, with an
optical microscope.

The measurement of the magnetic charge of these particles took advan-
tage of the fact that some of them have also an electric charge and the
movement of an electric charge in an electric field is well known. Mikhailov
observed an elementary magnetic charge g = naf. The fine structure
L) 6
137

But the expected value is completely different [38]. A calculation made
by Dirac, obtained again in a very smart way by G. Lochak from his theory
of the monopole [48] gives for the elementary magnetic charge

constant « is small (o &~

eg n
= =— 8.1
he 27 (8.1)
where n is an integer. The elementary magnetic charge observed by
Mikhailov is much smaller than the theoretical charge. We may ask if

there is a reason to refute the theoretical calculation, or if there exists an

111
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experimental reason for this divergence. Both things are possible: each
derivation of Eq. (8.1) includes a calculation of the potentials created by
charges, and we can doubt its validity. The magnetic charges observed
by Mikhailov were visible only during the illumination by the strong laser
light, and there may be second order effects coming from this illumination.
Mikhailov realized also an experiment where the ferromagnetic particles
were included into water droplets, with spherical symmetry. Then he mea-
sured magnetic charges compatible with the elementary magnetic charge
calculated by Dirac. The value of such a charge is then a question that
must be solved experimentally.

The experimental work of L. Urutskoev has in common with Mikhailov’s
work only the use of an electric arc. To shatter concrete, little holes are
made and filled with water, an electric wire is put into each hole and an
electric condenser is discharged into the wires. The discharge produces an
explosion and this explosion shatters the concrete. The first astonishing
fact was the great speed of the pieces of concrete smashed by the explosion,
this induced a need to better study what was going there.

The continuation of experiments was to shoot into pure water, without
concrete. An intense glow was found to appear above the device. The
duration of this phenomenon, about 5ms, was much greater than the du-
ration of the discharge, 0.15ms. A spectral analysis of the emitted light
was performed. Spectral lines of nitrogen or oxygen were very weak, while
the glow was emitted into the air. The strongest spectral lines showed the
presence of Ti, Fe, Cu, Zn, Cr, Ni, Ca and Na. The presence of Cu and
Zn could come from the electric wires, the presence of Ti signified that the
Ti foils used in discharges spread above the device, in spite of the cover.
The presence of the other elements was enigmatic. This induced Urutskoev
to analyze more finely the metal powder resulting from the explosion of
the Ti foil in water. Observations made were still stranger. While the
foil was made of 99.7% Ti the ratio of Ti in the powder may go down to
92%. The amount of titanium disappearing corresponded to the amount
of new elements appearing, Fe, Si, Al, Ca, Na, Cu and Zn, principally. In
addition, an isotopic analysis shows that the isotopic composition of Ti had
changed, with a significant decline in the ratio of 4®Ti. The experiments
were repeated many times, with all necessary precautions. Other metals
were used, in particular zirconium. The ratios of different outside elements
change depending on the composition of the exploded foil. For instance
there is much more Cr with zirconium than with titanium, and much less

Si and Al
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Since the transformation from an element to another is usually asso-
ciated with radioactivity, an intensive search of radioactive emission was
made. There were no X or v rays detected, in spite of 10'-102° trans-
formed atoms each experiment. Detection of neutrons was also performed.
Scintillator detectors indicated a pulse that allowed to estimate the speed of
the radiation as 20—40 m/s. Such a low speed cannot match a neutron flux,
because neutrons should be ultra cold. An attempt to detect the radiation
with photo emulsions was made, for lack of better means. We will come
back later on what was seen with these films. Urutskoev saw next that the
presence of a strong magnetic field changed aspects of these traces, and he
deduced that the radiation coming out of his shots had magnetic properties.
He then led experiments to trap the radiation with strong magnets and he
used the Moessbauer effect to prove the reality of these captures.

Urutskoev noted also that the transformations come principally from
even-even kernels, that is to say from kernels with an even number of pro-
tons and an even number of neutrons. He noticed that the mean binding
energy of produced kernels is very few different from the mean binding en-
ergy of initial kernels: there is no nuclear energy emitted or absorbed in
significant amounts. And all the produced kernels are in the ground state;
there is no radioactivity.

Experiments by N. G. Ivoilov [43] indicate that it is possible to get
similar traces on photographic films with much less energy: he discharged
an electric arc into water, with a current not exceeding 40 A with an 80 V
tension. He got traces that agreed with properties of magnetic monopoles
predicted by the G. Lochak’s theory.

8.2 Works at E.C.N.

Research performed at the Ecole Centrale de Nantes, in the laboratory
of Guillaume Racineux by Didier Priem and Claude Daviau [54] with the
help of Henri Lehn T and the Fondation Louis de Broglie, aimed to satisfy
and to continue Urutskoev’s work. This seemed necessary in view of the
extraordinary nature of obtained results. The experimental device is de-
pendent on the available equipment at the E.C.N. and is different, even if it
is as few ways as possible, from that used by Urutskoev. The generator is
an American one, Maxwell type, maximum power 12 kJ at 8.4 kV, capacity
360 pF and a vessel (Figure 1). The first containment vessel was made of
aluminum. It was replaced by a second vessel to allow the gas produced
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during an experiment to be collected. Experiments by Urutskoev allow him
to conclude that the gas is almost totally hydrogen. This second vessel was
made of stainless steel and it contained a tank with an internal diameter of
20 mm covered by polyurethane. The internal diameter was then reduced
to 16 mm which improved the yield. A third vessel was made when the
second was worn out. The current coming from the generator is distributed
into two electrodes, one up and one down. They are linked by a fuse made
of Ti40 titanium.

Figure 1: Vessel

After an experiment, the gas is collected and its volume is measured.
Powders are collected with the liquid which contains them, and are placed
for 24 hours under a photographic plate exposed to the radiation coming
out of powders. This photographic film is then developed and examined
with the optical microscope. Powders are then dessicated and examined
with the electronic microscope of the E.C.N. This allows us to get three
kinds of results, about powders, gas and traces on the photographic films.

8.2.1 Results about powder and gas

Our observations confirm the results obtained by L. Urutskoev, even if
our ratios of production are lower than those he got. The energy of the dis-
charge being lower than that of Urutskoev, and the discharge being shorter,
this is not astonishing. But aside from this, the strange elements which we
got spectrograms using the electronic microscope have a composition very
near that obtained by Urutskoev. At the same time our observations make
the things still stranger: if we noticed the presence of one per cent of iron in
our powders, this iron is not dispersed a little everywhere. On the contrary
what we notice is: one per cent of the particles are made of so much iron
than titanium is quasi-missing. It is often iron which is dominating but
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there are experiments where we find more copper than iron. The particles
made of copper have different scales, some are numerous and have length
of about one micrometer, others (much rarer) are bigger and even visible to
the naked eye. Those particles contain very little titanium. The composi-
tion of the exotic particles may be more complicated: we observe particles
of iron-chromium, and of copper-zinc. Iron is rarely alone, it is most of time
with chromium, a little nickel, sometimes 1% manganese, and with carbon
and oxygen. The composition of particles is often not homogeneous, a par-
ticle may have not transformed titanium at places while at another place
nearly all the titanium may have been replaced.

Figure 2 shows a particle with an evident continuity, which has dark
places and one light place, in addition to many holes. On the left and above,
titanium remains intact. At the center, the spectral analysis indicates the
following mass composition: Fe 69.8%, Ti 10.81%, Ni 7.28%, Cr 4.33%,
0 3.98%, C 3.8%. Holes are also significant, because they indicate gas
production just before the solidification caused by the intense cooling in
water.

Figure 2: Particle with an iron place

The fact that iron is rarely alone, and that it appears with chromium
and nickel has much complicated our work, because the stainless steel of our
tank is made of those three metals, and it was possible that the stainless
steel of our tank contaminated the powders. Stainless steel was therefore
removed from the inside of the tank, which now contained only titanium
and polyurethane. The suppression of the stainless steel changed nothing
actually, there was still iron in the powders when the only metal inside the
tank was titanium. This was predictable since the composition indicated
above is not that of the stainless steel of our vessel. We can also easily
verify that the titanium used to make our fuse does not contain the ratio
of iron, copper and other materials found in the powders.
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Extraordinary results obtained by Urutskoev are therefore real. The
one who thinks they are impossible only has to reproduce the experiment.
If he is honest, he will be obliged to see that something really happens.

But nothing should happen: the conditions of the experiment generate
an energy measured in kJ, this provides only a hundred of eV at most to
each concerned atom of titanium. This is ridiculously small in comparison
with nuclear binding energies. In addition the interactions known then
work in a completely different way. For instance weak interactions allow
one proton of a kernel to transform into a neutron, or vice versa, and that
is subject to the general laws of quantum mechanics, where randomness
plays an obligatory and permanent role. If the kernel of a titanium atom
was transformed by weak interaction, it could give a kernel of scandium or
vanadium. Neither of those metals was seen. We saw vanadium rays not
once, and vanadium is obligatory if you want to go, with weak interactions,
from titanium to iron or copper. And if weak interactions were happening,
transformed kernels should arrive at random, in time and in space, not in
macroscopic bundles.

We must not forget that our experiment is an explosion and an explosion
is not exactly the best way to assemble some dispersed atoms into a packet.
It is on the other hand a very good way to disperse concentrated matter.
Since we see particles made of iron, or of copper, or of nickel, or of iron-
chromium, with very little titanium, these elements were produced together.
We do not understand how it is possible, but that changes nothing about
the reality of the phenomenon.

In addition there are energy constraints. The mass of the elements
found in our powders that should not be there is 100 times greater than
the mass of the energy brought by the electric discharge. To excellent
precision we can then say that the total energy of the produced atoms
is equal to the total energy of the destroyed atoms. This conservation
of the total energy restricts considerably the possibilities of reaction. We
cannot get for instance vanadium. The isotopes of vanadium are heavier
than those of titanium, which allows to 4®V to be g1 radioactive and to
disintegrate into 4®Ti. And as we have detected no radioactivity linked to
these transformations, it is necessary that the total number of electrons,
protons and neutrons are also conserved. So strange as it may be, all these
conditions of conservation do not forbid the observed transformations. As
Urutskoev said, it is as if for instance 100 kernels of *®Ti go together for
some reason to form a big "kernel", then reallocate their nucleons to form
at the same time lighter and heavier kernels. Doing so they also respect
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the conservation laws of energy, electric charge, baryonic charge, leptonic
charge... And in addition this magical transformation is accompanied by
no significant radioactivity!

Some gas was always produced during the metallurgical works made at
the Ecole Centrale. The presence of this gas was considered as a nuisance,
limiting the repetitiveness of the experiments. The device that we use
allows us to easily measure the quantity of produced gas. This gas is quasi
totally made of hydrogen. As titanium heated to a very high temperature
is a reducing agent, this is not surprising. It is also difficult to estimate the
quantity of oxygen going into the powders as oxide or dioxide of titanium,
or dissolving into water. We have estimates indicating that a part of the
hydrogen does not come from the dissociation of water. To prove this an
experiment in heavy water has been done with success by L. Urutskoev.
He got not only Do, but also HD and Hs. And this hydrogen cannot come
from the water. Transformations of titanium can leave isolated protons and
electrons which form hydrogen atoms. This hydrogen, either of chemical
origin or not, is formed inside particles, which are often so spongy that they
float on the water in which we collect the powders.

8.2.2 Stains

After each trial, the titanium powders from the fusible were collected
along with the water contained in the trial chamber and are placed under
a photographic plate. The traces are produced, not immediately in the
electric arc, but by what is in the water and powders, and only several hours
after the electric arc. Sometimes, some things emerge from the water, it is
not only the things that make the traces, but also a part of the powders on
the surface of the water. They emerge from the water, despite the gravity
and the surface tension of water, and are glued on the wrapping paper of
the photographic plate (experiments 103, 62, 79)

Figure 3: Stained paper.
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8.2.3 Traces

Powders collected after an experiment and the photographic plate, fol-
lowing both indications of Urutskoev and Lochak, are placed between two
metallic plates forming a plane condenser, under a low 10V tension. The
movement of a magnetic monopole in a fixed uniform electric field is anal-
ogous to the movement of an electric charge in a fixed uniform magnetic
field. The Laplace force is

. DU S

F=g(H- - x F), (8.2)
where ¢ is the charge of the magnetic monopole. In a constant electric
field orthogonal to the plane of the plate, a monopole must have a circular

trajectory. We expect rotations into the plane of the photographic plate,
and it is what happens rather often, as figures 4 to 8 show.

Figure 4: Circle. Diameter: 0.2 mm

Figure 5: Circle. Length of the picture: 2.6 mm

A SRR o T e
Figure 7: Circle. Length of the picture: 0.95 mm

Figure 8: Circle. Length of the picture: 1.45 mm
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We must not expect all traces to be circular, because the presence of glass
dishes between plates induces a non-uniform electric field. We must also
notice we do not know a priori what we seek, we see probably only a
little part of traces, in the absence of knowing completely the dynamics of
magnetic monopoles. We also do not know how monopoles interact with
the photographic plate. It is easier to see the very long and stark traces,
more difficult to see the short and weak traces. Circles are not the only
curved traces, we obtain also horseshoes:

o

Figure 9: Horseshoe. Length of the picture: 0.19 mm

We must expect imperfect circles, notably because the loss of energy
gives a smaller radius. This is visible in the following pictures

Figure 10: Braking. Length of the picture: 1.78 mm

Figure 11: Braking. Length of the picture: 1.9 mm

Figure 12: Braking. Length of the picture: 0.57 mm
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Figure 13: Braking. Length of the picture: 0.2 mm

Large traces, as in figures 9 or 13, are actually double traces. This
doubling of traces is more visible when the two traces are well separated:

Figure 14: Double trace. Length of the picture: 2.67 mm

Figure 15: Double trace. Length of the picture: 0.58 mm

The magnetic monopole of G. Lochak is a chiral object, built from an
angle which is pseudo-scalar. The simplest object of our everyday world
explaining what is chirality is a screw. There are left screws and right
screws. This property is satisfied for several observed ! traces. We can see
spirals, often with difficulty. Sometimes the spiral is very visible, as on this
trace:

1. This is at the moment the best proof of the predictive power of Lochak’s idea of a
Dirac wave for the magnetic monopole.
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Figure 16: Spiral trace. Length 2mm

and its magnifications:

Figures 17 and 18: Magnifications of figure 15

Undulations are often seen on magnifications of our pictures:

Figure 19: Wave. Length of the picture: 2.67 mm

A wavelength is directly measurable in this picture, where we count 30
wavelengths. This gives a 89um wavelength. A wavelength is also directly
measurable in the following picture:

P

Figure 20: Wave. Length of the picture: 1.54 mm

Considering the four undulations in the middle we can estimate the
wavelength: 130pum. Moreover a second thing is visible on this picture, a
double pattern with alternately rising and descending traces.

The Lochak’s theory of the magnetic monopole can account for this
double pattern: the wave is a Dirac spinor made of two Weyl spinors, a
right one and a left one. If the proper mass of the monopole is null these
two Weyl spinors are independent and may move one without the other. If
the proper mass is not null the two Weyl spinors are coupled by the mass
term. Perhaps what we see in figure 20 is exactly that, a left wave and a
right wave, of which we see only pieces. They are superposed at the ends
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and successively seen in the middle. A double pattern is rather common,
as we can see in the following figures:

Figure 21: Double pattern. Length of the picture: 2 mm

The wavelength is estimated 143pm.

Figure 22: Double pattern. Length of the picture: 1.64 mm

Here the wavelength is estimated 65um.

Figure 23: Double pattern. Length of the picture: 2.65 mm

The wavelength is estimated 177um. If the wavelength is the de Broglie’s
wavelength, not 2 an artifact, it is possible to calculate the impulse:

p=mv= % (8.3)

For the wave of figure 22 where the wavelength is the shortest the impulse
is about 1072 kgm /s. The big question is then the velocity of the magnetic
monopole. If it is the speed of light the energy is very small. Can a wave
with only 0.02 eVc~2 make the visible effects in figure 227 This is dubious.
The only experimental velocity was given by Urutskoev and it is very low:
20-40 m/s. A velocity of 20 m/s gives then a mass: 5-1073! kg, similar
to the proper mass of the electron. A velocity still lower is possible since
it is perhaps at the end of the braking that we saw this trace. Another
theoretical possibility is given by Eq. (5.23) where the limit speed has a
null limit when € is near 1.

2. G. Lochak thinks that what we see is not the de Broglie’s wavelength, but only a
scale corresponding to the response of the plate to the movement of the wave. But then
why two patterns?
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Figure 24: Continuous-broken trace. Length of the picture: 1.47 mm.

Continuity of many traces is only an artifact arising from a blurred picture.
We can see this on the next picture, where a numeric enlargement allows
us to count grains and to estimate the distance between two grains: 8um.

L il A 5

Figure 25: Enlarged trace. Length of the picture: 0.38 mm.

Another frequent aspect of our traces is the quasi-parallelism of very long
traces, as in the following figure:

Figure 26: Multiple traces. Length of the picture: 1.97 mm.

Figure 26 shows only a part of each trace which extends on the two sides
of the picture. We see five traces nearly parallel and we guess two other
ones. We can suppose the double character of these traces is linked to the
double character of the wave, with a left and a right part. Following this
hypothesis we can conclude that single traces are due to superimposed left
and right parts. The parallelism of some traces can come from a weak
separation of divergent traces, as in the following figure:
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Figure 27: Divergent traces. Length of the picture: 2.67 mm.

These traces present obviously a granular structure, with very similar dis-
tances between grains: this argues strongly for the hypothesis of a unique
wave, left and right. The wavelength is estimated as 19.6um. A few branch-
ings between traces may be seen:

Figure 28: Branching. Length of the picture: 1.87 mm.

Figure 29: Branching. Length of the picture: 0.77 mm.

One trace favoring best the hypothesis of the left and right spinors is the
following, with a magnification of the upper trace and another of the down
trace:

Figure 30: Double spiral. Length of the picture: 1.94 mm.

The two magnifications are similar to two screws turning in the opposite
direction.

All these traces show stark differences from the physics of particles with
an electric charge. To see the left or right nature of a trace will necessitate
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a three-dimensional observation of these traces. Such observations show
that monopoles make depressions on the surface of the plate [26].

8.3 Electrons and monopoles

The invariant wave equation Eq. (3.1) of the electron was obtained from
the wave equation of Lochak’s magnetic monopole Eq. (3.3) in the particular
case Eq. (3.4) where the wave equation is homogeneous. To do this we
replaced the local chiral gauge by the local electric gauge. We shall then
get the invariant wave equation of the magnetic monopole by using the
inverse transformation, replacing the electric gauge by the chiral gauge.
We read this gauge in space algebra as:

¢ =65 QB =QB-Va; Q= (8.4)

¢
where a is a real number and where ¢ is the charge of the magnetic
monopole. iB is the pseudo-vector of space-time magnetic potential, which
is also the Cabibbo—Ferrari’s potential of the theory of the monopole as well

as the potential term that is multiplied by the projector Py in Eq. (6.22).
The invariant wave equation of the magnetic monopole reads then :

(V¢)oa1 + ¢QiBdoa +mp = 0. (8.5)
First difference with the case of the electron: this wave equation has no
linear approximation. It is not allowed to add an e~* term into the mass
term because (8 is not chiral gauge invariant.

To get the 8 numeric equations of this invariant wave equation we use
a space-time vector U satisfying

5@35 = U#O'u, (86)
and we get in the place of Eq. (3.10) to Eq. (3.17) the system

0=w—U>+mp, (8.7)
0 = v?, (8.8)
0=—v', (8.9)
0=uw’—-0U" (8.10)
0=—v (8.11)
0=uw?+U', (8.12)
0=—w'-U? (8.13)
0= —2". (8.14)
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As with the electron the scalar part of the invariant wave Eq. (8.7) is the
Lagrangian density. Lochak immediately remarked that in this Lagrangian
density the current J = Dy is replaced by K = Ds. From there comes in
Eq. (8.7) the 3 index instead of a 0 index. We can say that the invariant
wave equation is somewhere simpler than the invariant wave of the elec-
tron: all four v* terms are zero. This means that the four D, vectors are
conservative. We recall that the density D gives in the case of the electron
what quantum theory sees, from the Schrédinger equation, as a probability
density. Lochak has proved that K = D3 is the conservative current linked
to the invariance of the Lagrangian density Eq. (8.7) under the chiral gauge
Eq. (8.4). Vectors D; and D5, equally conservative, are unknown in the
formalism of Dirac matrices. We have seen in Eq. (2.86) and Eq. (2.87) that
the electric gauge gives a rotation in the (D1, Ds2) plane. With the chiral
gauge all four D, are invariant. They are with Eq. (2.39) the elements of
an orthogonal basis, and their components are the elements of the matrix
of the dilatation D in Eq. (3.44).

8.3.1 Charge conjugation

We use again the link between the wave of the particle and the wave of
the antiparticle. We note the wave of the antimonopole ¢,:

0= a01 5 bu=—¢01; ¢ =010, (8.15)
The invariant wave equation is then read as
0164 (Va)01021 + 016QiBac1021 +mp = 0. (8.16)
Multiplying on the right and on the left by o1 we get
~04(Va)o21 — 6y QiBacrar +mp = 0. (8.17)
This is usually simplified into
0a(Va)o21 + $,QiBaoar —mp = 0. (8.18)

Therefore Lochak remarked immediately that the charge conjugation does
not change the sign of the magnetic charge, contrary to the case of the
electric charge. Then there is no polarization of the vacuum from magnetic
charges [46] [47] [48]. But the form invariance of the wave equation indicates
that the true wave equation is Eq. (8.17), not Eq. (8.18). It should then be
more correct to say that, contrary to the case of the electron, the charge
conjugation changes here not only the differential term, but also the charge,
therefore it does not change the gauge nor the sign of the mass—energy.
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8.3.2 The interaction electron-monopole

The space-time vector B is, like the vector electromagnetic potential
A, a contravariant vector. This is correct because O. Costa de Beauregard
explained [28] why potential terms are moving with sources that are elec-
tric and magnetic charges. The @B vector, similar to the gA vector, is
a covariant vector (see chapter 4). This allows the interaction by gauge
invariance. We have seen in chapter 6 that the Weinberg-Salam 6y an-
gle is invariant under the group of dilations. An electric charge creating a
potential A creates then also, with Eq. (6.85), a potential :

B = cos(fw)A. (8.19)

Since this B potential is present in the wave equation of the magnetic
monopole, it is able to interact with the electric charge. This interaction
was detailed by Lochak. The basis of his calculation is the continuity of
the wave function under the group of rotations. The continuity of the wave
being comforted by the continuity of the potential, it is not necessary to
review the calculation and we can use [46] [48]. The B potential used there
was questionable because it is not continuous in each point of the z axis. It
is why the result, even if the physical reasoning was perfect, is a little too
short. In the case of a potential created by an electric charge we have

0 ’
AO:_E : BO:COS(QW)AOZCOS(QV[/)(_E):_M:_Q_
T T

r )
(8.20)
where ¢/ = e cos(fy ). The calculation of the solutions of the wave equation
for electron-+neutrino in the hydrogen case implies [25] simply

e

B=RB"= - (8.21)

The Dirac formula giving the magnetic charge that Lochak obtained from
only the condition of continuity of the wave under the group of rotations
becomes then

eg n
— = 8.22
he 2 ( )

where n is an integer. This gives a magnetic charge which is a multiple of:

he
= —. 8.23
9= 5, (8.23)

We get then the charge calculated by the Dirac formula. This charge has
been gotten by numerous ways, for instance from the angular momentum
of the electromagnetic field. Poincaré’s equation giving the trajectory of an
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electron under the influence of a magnetic monopole [42] is unchanged, as
is the cone that he introduced. Lochak proved that this cone is the Poinsot
cone of a quantum top [49].

The presence of a 021 term in the invariant wave equation implies, simi-
larly to the electron case, the existence of two other wave equations obtained
by a circular permutation of indices 1, 2, 3 in Pauli matrices (see chapter
5). A fourth kind of magnetic monopole comes from the wave equation of a
fourth neutrino Eq. (7.61) by adding a gauge term. We can then think that
four kinds of magnetic monopoles may exist, three of them similarly to the
fact that there are electrons, muons and tauons. These three generations
must be treated separately in the electro-weak interactions that we look at
now.

8.3.3 Electro-weak interactions with monopoles

We want to get an identity similar to Eq. (6.144) allowing to ¥ ! to exist
everywhere, we suppose then that the wave of the monopole interacting is

(bn ¢L

where ¢,, is the wave of the magnetic monopole. We use here Lochak’s idea
of the monopole as an excited state of the neutrino, and we place the wave
of the monopole where the place of the neutrino was. The supplementary

U = <?\L ?n) ; (bn - (an + ¢nR (824)

left spinor ¢ may be seen as a part of an electric wave. We conserve the
form Eq. (6.22) of the covariant derivative. Since only P, was changed
when we went from the lepton case to the quark case, we shall use the same
projectors Py of Eq. (6.12) and we use again projectors P; in Eq. (6.14) to
Eq. (6.16). In place of Eq. (6.13) we let

Py(¥) = aUrs; 4+ bP_ (V)i (8.25)

where a and b are real numbers. We get the same commutation relations
as in Eq. (6.17), except the last equality which must be replaced by:

Pon = PjPo = —ain. (826)

Therefore the gauge group has the same structure U(1) x SU(2). We get
with Eq. (8.24)

n. 0 n.
Py (T) = (gLL %;) . P_(D) = (03 . (bOR) . (8.27)
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We recall that

Vo1 = (iog} .0 ) i OrRO3 =R ; ¢roz = —¢L. (8.28)

0 103
We then have

. N _¢LA ¢nR: (an . — AO _(bnR
Y =¢ <—¢nR + ¢nL oL ) P P-(T) =i <¢nR 0 ) ’

. —agr  (a=b)pur —adnL
Foll) =1 ((—a +b)bur + adur apr ) ’ (8.29)
BPy(¥) — i (—a—l—b)B(bER—l-aB(an AanSL - (8.30)
_aB¢L (a - b)B(bnR - aB¢nL
We use Eq. (8.28) and Eq. (6.15), then we get
_ ¢7}\L :¢L
Py(¥) = <_¢L %L) : (8.31)
¢nL (bL
P (V) = P(0)i = ( ¢L _$HL> (8.32)
. 2 (W iW ) (W = iW )y
Using W+ and W~ defined in Eq. (6.74) we get
1 2 . W= or, —Wté,r
(W P+ W*P) (V) =14 <W+¢nL _W_¢L ) . (8.34)
We have also :
_ . ¢L (an
Py(W) = Py (W)(—i) = ( : ) (3.35)
L L
3 [ Win Wi¢p
WOP, () = i (—W%L W%m) . (8.36)

The gauge derivative Eq. (6.22) is then equivalent to the system
D = Vo +i5-aBns + (—a+b)Bour] +i 5 (W= o1 = W?3,.),
Do, =V, + z—aB¢L + z—( Wtbnr +W3L). (8.37)
With Eq. (6.83) we get

g2 W3 =1/g? +932° + 91 B. (8.38)
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Then we get
Dén = Vi, + z;[(a —1)Bé¢nr + (—a + b)Bonr]

+ z—W o1 — —\/g1 +922%ns. (8.39)

We want to get Vg/b\n + zQngn so we must have
gila—1)=g1(b—a) =2Q. (8.40)
The first equality gives b = 2a — 1 and if this condition is satisfied we get

c
e(a—1) 2¢
= 2 = —
he @ he’
h
ela—1)=2g9= —C,
he 1
_1l==== .
a = (8.41)
where « is the fine structure constant, and we must take
1 2
a=1+—; b=1+—. (8.42)
@ @

This gives in Eq. (8. 37)

Do, =V, + 17(1 + )quL + 15( Wb, + W3ép), (8.43)
which is not the derivative term of an electron and remains to be inter-
preted. Since terms containing a are much bigger than other terms the
magnetic charge term seems dominant in Eq. (8.39) and Eq. (8.43).

8.3.4 Gauge invariant wave equation

Since the pair: (wave of the monopole-¢;, wave) is the analog of the
electron-neutrino pair, the wave equation for the ¥ in Eq. (8.24) is identical
to Eq. (6.147):

U(DY)v012 + mpm¥xXm =05 Xm = X17%0- (8.44)
The p term and x; are obtained by replacing ¥; by ¥,, in the formulas of
Appendix B. This wave equation is form invariant under the transformation
R in Eq. (1.42) induced by M because we have Eq. (6.105) and:

M
vonw; N= ML) (8.45)
0 M
U = WUN, (8.46)
p =rp, (8.47)

m'p’ = m'rp = mp. (8.48)
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The existence of only one mass term, and hence the existence of only one
impulse-energy, implies the existence of a single wavelength for all three
spinors. This is visible in figure 30. The wave equation Eq. (8.44) is also
gauge invariant under the gauge transformation defined by Eq. (6.119) to
Eq. (6.122), because Py has the general form studied in Appendix B and
we get

V(D' )12 + mp¥'., = 0. (8.49)

The mechanism of the spontaneously broken gauge symmetry is then
not necessary, neither for the electron nor for the magnetic monopole since
the wave equations are simply gauge invariant.
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Chapter 9

Inertia and gravitation

Using the preceding wave equations with mass terms, we introduce
the inertial terms corresponding to the use of variable M/ matrices. The
equality between gravitational and inertial mass is the cause of the exis-
tence of the density of probability. The physical necessity of normaliza-
tion of the wave implies that the momentum—energy tensor of particle
physics becomes symmetric, allowing the Einstein—Ricci gravitational
tensor to rule our space-time.

9.1 Differential geometry

All differential operators in the preceding chapters are built on the V =
o0, operator. It is then this operator that we shall consider now. The
invariance group uses M matrices which are independent on = = zto,.
Moreover the o, in the R transformation Eq. (1.42) are the same in z or in
2': they are invariant. Then the «* of the relativistic quantum theory are
also invariant under the Lorentz group. We shall then consider these o,
v* and L* as invariant when we allow M to vary. We have three kinds of
“variance”: the wave ¢, the contravariant x and the covariant V:

¢ =¢' () =Mp(x)=M¢p; o' =MxM'; V=DMV'M.  (9.1)
Since the C!3 invariance group is the set of the M we must start from
these terms. We suppose now that M = M(x) is an analytic function with
M(0) = 1 satisfying

dxt dzt
1+ T(au +iby + P+ iqu) —(

M= dzt . . H . .
D) (fu — gu +ihy +ily) 1+T(_a#_lbﬂ+p#+7’Q#)

fu + 9u + ihu - ilu)

(9.2)
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where a,, by,... qu, are 32 numeric functions of x and dz* are the infinites-
imal increments of z# coordinates. This gives

dt
M=1+ %(p# + fuor + o0 + ayo3 + hyior + guios + buios + iq,,),
(9.3)
i dxt ) . . .
M'=1+ T(pu + fuo1 + 1,00 + ay03 — hyioy — guios — buios —iq,),
(9.4)
— dat . . . .
M=1+ T(p“ — fuo1 — 02 — a,03 + hyioy + guios + buios —iq,),
(9.5)
— dxt . . . .
M=1+ T(p“ — fuor — luo2 — ay03 — hyior — guios — byios + vigy,).
(9.6)
We get
MM = det(M) =1+ da"(p,, + iq,), (9.7)
det(M™1) =1- dz*(p + iqu),
M= Mdet(M™Y),
dx* . ) . .
=1+ T(—p# + fuor + 100 + apos + hyior + guios + buios —iqy),
(9.9)
M-t= A1
dxt . . . .
=1+ T(—p# + fuor + 100 + apos — hyior — guios — buios +iq,).
(9.10)
The dilation R defined from M satisfies
' = R(z) = MaM'. (9.11)
We get
0 =20 + (pur® + fuxt +1,2° + a,2®)dot, (9.12)
o't =2+ (fu2® + puzt + bua® — gua®)dat, (9.13)
=y (1, 2° = byt + pua® + hya®)da, (9.14)
% =28+ (a2 + guat — hya® + pua®)dat. (9.15)

Christoffel’s symbols I'3 being defined as
2% =2+ Fg,yxﬁdx77 (9.16)
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we then get
Fgu = F}M = F%M = rgu =pu, (9.17)
Lo, =T, =fu; T, =19, =1 Y, =T%, =a, (9.18)
Fgu = _rg# =hy; ri’# = —F§u =0u; F%u = —r‘;’# =b,. (9.19)

Since R is a dilation, product in any order of a Lorentz transformation and
a homothety, the Christoffel’s symbols have this particular form and we
get not 64 but only 28 = 4 x 7 functions: the four ¢, present in Eq. (9.2)
are not in the geometry, because the kernel of the group homomorphism
M +— R (that is at the origin of the spin 1/2) is the U(1) group generated
by ¢ [13] [17]. Since the Christoffel’s symbols are not symmetric, a torsion
exists. Vectors transforming as Eq. (9.16) are the contravariant ones. Now
for covariant vectors we have

V = 0", = Mo" M, (9.20)
with the same o#. This gives
V' =0"0l, = 0" M9, = 0" (9, — datT%,,). (9.21)
Therefore we get for covariant vectors the usual
9, =0, — dz"T'} ,0,. (9.22)

This relation allows the covariant derivative to be commutative with con-
tractions. It leads the covariant derivative back to partial derivative for
scalars. The connection Eq. (9.17) to Eq. (9.19) is new, because all preced-
ing attempts have used variable v#, which is incompatible with the relativis-
tic invariance of the quantum wave. A nonvanishing torsion has been used
previously by A. Einstein [37] to unify gravitation and electromagnetism.
Since his attempt was made very early in the history of quantum mechanics
he evidently did not start from the Dirac wave, which was invented 3 years
after. We next get

$V'G = (M) M 'o"M~'0,(Mg)

- WM "ot M (0, M) + M(8,,0)]

= ¢o" M Y9, M) + 90" 0,0

= G0 [~(8,MHM)b + ¢V

= ¢[V — (VM) M], (9.23)
FV'y =9Dé, (9.24)
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where we have let

D=V - (VM YHYM (9.25)
1 . . . .
=o"[0, + §(pu — fuo1 — luo2 — ayo3 + hyioy + guios + buios — iq,)].

This introduces 8 space-time vectors that we name “potentials of inertia":

p=octp, = aul‘gu s f=olfu= a“F(l)u ; =0, = 0“1‘(2)#, (9.26)

a=ota, = O’“Fgu i h=0"h, = aﬂfgu ;o g=olg, = G#F?M, (9.27)

b=o"b, = a“I‘%u ;g =olq, (9.28)
1

D=V+ i(p — fo1 —log — aos + hioy + gios + bios — iq). (9.29)

If we compare this with the attempts made before quantum physics [37],
two main differences appear: Unification is made not with fields but with
potentials, like in [57]. And the ¢ term does not come from the geometry
of space-time. Einstein had very early the intuition that something was
lacking in quantum mechanics. Here it is the contrary: ¢ is not lacking
in quantum physics but it is lacking in geometry. These eight potentials
become under a dilation R induced by a constant M

D=MD'M; V=MV'M; p=MpM; q=DMqM. (9.30)
The true covariant terms are not f... b but fo... bios since

fo1 = Mf’(fl]\?; log = MZ/U'QJ/\Z; aos = MQ/U:;J/\Z,

hioy = Mhlio\M ; gioy = Mg'iooM ; bios = MbiosM.  (9.31)
In space-time algebra we shall need

V- (ﬁM-l)

p + f01 + lag + aos + hzcrl + giog + b’LO'g +1q), (9.32)

_< ) D <]g]3) (9.33)

And the covariant derivative unifying inertia to gauge interactions becomes

D=D+%B P+ ZW P+ LMD (9.34)

Contrary to all other terms that contains projectors, the term of inertia
acts on the whole wave. This is why we can name the consequences of
the action of D inertial. Another reason is the fact that it is linked to the
geometry of the space-time manifold, even if this link is only partial.
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The relation Eq. (9.24) must be seen as reversed: if we exchange the
role of 2 and 2’ by changing M into M ~! we have

=o' +d’ =R'2)=M A MM; di) =22 = —dzx, (9.35)

2 =2/ — 192" da”, (9.36)
Oy =0, +da""T0,0,; ¢=M""¢, (9.37)
D =V — (VM)M, (9.38)
Vo=9D. (9.39)

The difference between the left and right terms in Eq. (9.39) comes from
the two kinds of frames: inertial versus non-inertial frames. Newton laws
of mechanics and also laws of general relativity separate all frames into two
kinds. Inertial frames are the only frames in which laws of movements are
simple. From an inertial frame in which an event is labeled as z = z*0,,
any other inertial frame labels the same event as 2/ = MazM" + a where
a is a fixed space-time vector and M is any fixed element in Cl;. In all
these inertial frames the covariant derivative has the same form Eq. (7.52).
The Lagrangian density is the scalar real part of the wave equation and
the wave equation is obtained by variational calculus from this Lagrangian
density. In all inertial frames the invariance of the Lagrangian density under
the translations x — 2’ = z + a implies the existence of a conservative
density of impulse—energy. The evolution of this density of impulse—energy
is governed only by electro-weak and strong forces.

But only a few frames are inertial. For instance if 2/ = MaMT where
M = M (z) is a variable element, then we are no longer in an inertial frame.
In such a frame we must replace V by D’. Therefore we have additional
forces and not only electro-weak and strong forces. These additional forces
are named inertial forces. We shall study them in two particular cases.

9.1.1 Uniform movement of rotation

We consider a frame at the surface of a sphere, with a fixed third axis
that is parallel to the axis o3 of the rotation which is also an axis of the
sphere. At the point P the 7 vector is normal to the sphere. The first axis
is assumed to be orthogonal to the axis of rotation and in the plane (o3, 7).
We suppose that (o1, 02,03) is an orthonormal direct basis. The movement
of the frame at P is made of a movement of translation in the direction
o9 and a movement of rotation with axis o3. We name R the distance of
P to the axis of rotation and w the angular velocity. The velocity of the
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movement of translation is v = wR. We let

]\41 _ 6502 : M2 _ ewdmoiog/Qc : M = M2M1 : I/ _ MZZ?MT,

1 wR
6= 5&1}811}1(7)

And we get
2/% = cosh(26)z° + sinh(20)2? ; 2'° = 2?,
o=t 4 %[sinh(%)xo + cosh(26)z?]da®,
2’* = [sinh(26)2° + cosh(26)2?] — %xldxo.
This gives
% = wesinh(26) =~ w?R,

(9.45)

which is the centrifugal acceleration. The limit to the validity of this ap-
proximation is the same as always in classical physics: the velocity must be

negligible in comparison to c.

9.1.2 Uniformly accelerated movement of translation

We consider here a constant acceleration g = ac? in the direction oy

and an M matrix:

0 2
v:gt:gxo; M = e9dx"01/2¢%
c

This gives the transformation:

20 =20 +artda® ; 2t = 2t + ax®da®,
/2 — 2. 13 —
And we get
de'' d
% = @(xl + ax'dz?),
dzx’l dzx’l A2zt
@z~ T 0 e

(9.46)

(9.49)

(9.50)

The acceleration seen in the non-inertial frame is then the sum of the ac-

celeration of the frame and the acceleration coming from any other forces.
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9.2 Wave normalization

The invariance of the Lagrangian under all translations, as in the linear
Dirac theory, induces the existence of a conservative impulse—energy tensor,
the Tetrode’s tensor:

oL
T = Vw Ouh — 0y L. (9.51)
( ;ﬂ/’) (Ou)
Since the wave equation is homogeneous, the Lagrangian is null and we get:
T) = %(—Wauw + 0y My). (9.52)

For a stationary state with energy E we have:

b = P (r); = e BUND (), Botp = i%% Do) = _2'%@. (9.53)
So we get:

; 0
TY = LG~ i) = B (954

The condition normalizing the wave function must then be replaced by

// %dv 1, (9.55)

that is equivalent, for a bound state, to

/// TYdv = E. (9.56)

The left term of this equality is the total energy which is the sum of the
local density of energy at each point of the wave, whilst the right term is
the global energy of the electron. Therefore it is not because we must get a
probability that the wave must be normalized. The physical wave is normal-
ized because the inertial mass—energy which is moved by external fields, is
equal to the gravitational mass—energy. The inertial mass—energy has then
not an arbitrary, but a determined value. The necessity to normalize the
wave may then be considered as a consequence of the principle of equality
between inertial and gravitational mass, the principle that is the basis of
general relativity. The presence of a probability density is then not a princi-
ple on which we must build any physical theory; it is only a consequence of
the equality between gravitational and inertial mass—energy. We must also
remark that the bad habit to suppose A = 1 has hidden the correct dimen-
sion of the probability current: since J° has the numeric dimension 1 and
h has the numeric dimension 4, J°/hc has the correct numeric dimension
—3 of a density of probability.
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All this applies also to the Dirac equation as well as the homogeneous
nonlinear equation which has the Dirac equation as linear approximation.
This normalization applies ! evidently to solutions in the case of the H atom
that we study in appendix C.

9.3 Gravitation

The global energy E of the electron is the temporal component of a
space-time vector, the energy—momentum vector. Since the integration
has been made in a frame where this momentum is null, this vector reads
(F,0,0,0,) but it is seen by other moving observers as (pg, p1, p2, p3). Gen-
eral relativity considers all particles of the universe as giving each observer
such an energy—momentum space-time vector, and if there is no pressure
the density of this fluid of particles (do, d1, d2, d3) constitutes the material
contribution to the symmetric tensor of energy 7)) = d,,d”. Einstein has
linked this material tensor to the curvature of the space-time manifold:

1 1
where A is the cosmological constant and x is the constant of gravitation.
We have placed this constant on the left side, then Eq. (9.58) is invariant
under C'l3. The density of mass per unit volume pp used in the Newtonian

law of gravitation

G
AU = —4nGpuo ; x = 87—, (9.59)
c
gives, in the case of matter without pressure:
At
TH = poc®uyuf 5 ub = dis i ds® = gudatda”. (9.60)

The particle with reduced velocity u* may be an electron, an atom, a star
or a galaxy in the cosmological case. We see no reason to change anything
in General Relativity, as this theory has been successfully tested since a
century ago, and not only in the case of low curvature.

Albert Einstein was searching a total unification between all domains
of our physical universe. This work unifies only the conditions ruling all
physical laws. Inertia and gravitation remain rather separate from other

1. The normalization of the wave of the positron is equivalent, in the case of a

stationary state, to
// Tddv = —E. (9.57)
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phenomena of our universe. A distinction appears between inertial and non-
inertial frames. Inertial frames are those in which inertia seems absent,
but also frames in which physical laws are simpler. In these frames the
wave equation of fermions has its real scalar part as Lagrangian density.
The invariance of this density under translations allows the existence of a
conservative momentum-energy tensor. This tensor is not symmetric and
is then not included in Eq. (9.58).

There are at least three ideas to account for, if we want to go further:
the first one is the geometric difference between a charge, with numeric
dimension 2, and a proper mass, with numeric dimension 3. The second
idea is: in the quantum world the quantities having the correct relativistic
transformations are tensorial densities, whilst the physical observables are
obtained by integrating these tensorial densities on the physical space. This
was remarked on very early by de Broglie [30]. Since a probability exists also
for systems of quantum objects, since a frequency exists for the global wave
of such a system, and since the equality between inertial and gravitational
mass—energy is general, the reasoning of Sec. 9.2 may be generalized. The
third idea is the fact that the physical space is oriented, like the physical
time. The orientation of the space is ruled by an 7 that is present in the
fundamental group of invariance of all physical laws, Cl5. On the contrary
this 7 is not present in the Christoffel symbols of differential geometry,
because the kernel of the homomorphism M +— R is precisely the group
generated by this i. Nomne of these three things may be changed by any
theoretical manipulation.

The tensor of Eq. (9.52) contains no term relative to the energy of the
electromagnetic field, nor to other gauge fields. This is a direct conse-
quence of the hypothesis of Einstein on the quanta of energy-momentum
in electromagnetic waves [36]. Einstein established later that the fluctu-
ations accounting for black body radiation is the sum of the fluctuations
that we should get if light were only made of discreet particles and if it were
only made of continuous fields. Nowadays these fluctuations are obtained
by counting the number of photons in each mode of the quantized electro-
magnetic wave. It is possible to consider then that the momentum-energy
of the electromagnetic field is entirely included in the symmetric tensorial
density Eq. (9.60) coming from photons. This allows the symmetry of the
gravitational law Eq. (9.58).
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9.4 Unification

T. Socroun follows another way towards the unification [57]: in order
to get the unification between gravitation and electromagnetism, he incor-
porates charges into potentials terms. This is equivalent, in fact, to the
prescription made by Einstein that all laws of physics are covariant. With
Cl3 as the fundamental group of invariance the difference between con-
travariant and covariant terms is a physical one: a contravariant vector in
space-time transforms as x while a covariant vector transforms as V. These
two transformations are not equivalent as soon as det(M) # 1. It is easy
to see that incorporation of the charges g1, g2, g3 into the potentials can
be made inside each of our preceding equations:

Voo +ad+mo=0; a=qA; gap=2odad. (9.61)
We let [24]
b= %E; w = %Ej gt = %Q’“~ (9.62)
Then the covariant derivative Eq. (7.52) is simply
D=09+bPy+w'P;+g" il (9.63)

Why this has never been made? The reason is probably that theories of
great unification consider the charges as slowly variable with the scale? of
energy and hope that when these charges become equal the structure of
the gauge group is enlarged. This is strictly impossible when charges are
integrated into potential terms.

Now with Eq. (9.61) potential and mass term are similar, they have the
same numeric dimension —1 of covariant terms. This is also the numeric
dimension of an acceleration. With Eq. (9.29) we can consider

1
D=V+ 5(]?— fo1 —loy — aos + hioy + giogs + bios —Z'q)7

0 = Dgoan + ag + mo, (9.64)
as unifying the dynamics of the wave of the electron, with Lorentz forces
and inertial ones. This is easily extensible to the wave of electron+neutrino
and the wave of electron+neutrino+quarks , with:

0o (z% §> e (13 3) +bPy+wPy+g" il (9.65)
We must notice that this unification necessitates none constant. The con-
stant of gravitation links gravitation to inertial acceleration.

2. Quantum physicists have built an axiomatic quantum theory, so as to copy the
method of mathematicians. But they are not embarrassed to use constants of structures
in the calculations of gauge groups that become variables if needed.
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Conclusion

Starting from the old flaws of relativistic quantum mechanics, we re-
sume investigating the insights to the standard model that are allowed
by our new approach with Clifford algebras. Physics using a principle of
minimum is only a part of undulatory physics. Beyond the confrontation
between theory and experiment, beyond future applications, the stan-
dard model appears both comforted and essential. Only novelties are
the magnetic monopoles. Beyond the standard model emerges a new
landscape of waves propagating in the physical space-time.

10.1 Old flaws

The discovery of the spin of the electron goes back to 1926 and was
not predicted by the physical theory. Physicists have very naturally begun
to get round the novelty by trying to reduce spinorial waves to tensors
that were better known. The study was difficult, the field was cleared
by the students of Louis de Broglie, mainly O. Costa de Beauregard [27]
and T. Takabayasi [58]. He was able to give a set of tensorial equations
equivalent to the Dirac equation. These tensorial equations however act
on quantities which are quadratic on the wave. When we add the waves
these tensors do not add. Therefore the spinorial wave itself is essential
from the physical point of view, propagating and interfering. Only the
solutions of the spinorial wave explain quanta, the true quantum numbers,
the true number of bound states and the true energy levels. Let us go to
the end of Takabayasi’s attempt, let us replace completely spinors by a set
of tensors and let us solve completely the tensorial equations in the case
of the hydrogen atom. Should we get the true results, the true number of
bound states, the true quantum numbers and the true energy levels? The

143
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answer is: no, because true representations of the rotation group SO(3)
use only integer numbers, not the half-integer numbers which are necessary
to get the true results. These true results are obtained only by taking the
representations of SL(2,C), but then we are in Cls.

The second reason why scientists did not understand the novelty of the
spinorial wave was the difficulty of the mathematical tools. Two different
groups may be similar in the vicinity of their neutral element. SL(2,C) and
El or their subgroups SU(2) and SO(3) are globally different but locally
identical. So the present study does not use infinitesimal operators, it is
able to see the difference between a Lie group and its Lie algebra.

Physical waves imply the use of trigonometric functions, which in turn
imply the complex exponential function that simplifies calculations. Going
into a very unusual axiomatization, the quantum theory has been locked on
the only use of complex numbers. This is equivalent to working only with
plane geometry, with a unique ¢ with square —1 that is the generator of
all rotations of the Euclidean plane. It is in a sense a "2D software". The
basic tool of the present study is a "3D software", the Clifford algebra of
the 3-dimensional physical space. Next the building of Clifford algebras by
recursion on the dimension allows us to use this basic tool in the algebra of
space-time as in the algebra of the 6-dimensional space-time which is nec-
essary and sufficient for all objects of the standard model. These algebras
present all abilities of the linear spaces built on the complex field, because
they are also linear spaces. But they also allow us to use products. The
exponential function is then everywhere defined and allows us to study a
large variety of wave phenomena. These algebras also allow us to use the
inverse, when it exists.

10.2 Owur work

Two kinds of particles, fermions and bosons, are used in the standard
model. Each kind of fermion is a quantum object with a wave following
the Dirac equation. This is the starting point of our work. Following de
Broglie’s initial idea of a physical wave linked to the movement of any par-
ticle, we have first made only a little change in the wave equation of the
electron which concerns only its mass term. This modified wave equation
is nonlinear, homogeneous and has the Dirac equation as a linear approxi-
mation.

First interesting result: the true sign of the mass—energy comes directly
from the wave equation, and from the charge conjugation, which changes
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the sign of the derivative terms of the wave equation. This form of the
charge conjugation was first gotten by the standard model itself, which
uses, for the Dirac equation, the old bad frame of Dirac matrices.

The second result was very difficult, because the resolution of the Dirac
equation is very accurate in the case of bound states of the H atom, and
any change in this wave equation should imply total disaster. But for each
bound state a solution of the linear equation exists such that the Yvon—
Takabayasi § angle is everywhere defined and small. This result is very
accurate and surprising. It means that physical bound states are the rare
solutions of the homogeneous nonlinear equation (see Appendix C). We
can therefore understand why there are privileged bound states and why
an electron in a H atom is always in one of these states, never in a linear
combination of states that is not a possible solution of the wave equation.

A second frame for the Dirac wave was introduced by D. Hestenes, the
Clifford algebra of space-time, which is the second starting point of our
work. A comparison between old and new frame is easy if we use the Dirac
matrices as a matrix representation of the space-time vectors. We have
reviewed in chapters 1 and 2 how the relativistic invariance is gotten for
fermion waves. These waves appear very different: they are not vectors or
tensors of the space-time, but a different kind of object, spinors.

The spinorial form of the fermion wave is included in the standard
model, and it is one of its main features. What we have done here is
only to fully account for all consequences of this fact. The form invariance
of the Dirac equation necessitates the use of the SL(2,C) group that is a
subset of the Clifford algebra of the physical space, Cls. We have learned
to read all the Dirac theory in this frame. This algebra is isomorphic to
the matrix algebra M>(C) of 2 x 2 complex matrices. This algebra allows
us to see its multiplicative group GL(2,C) = Cl} as the true group of form
invariance of the Dirac theory.

Then we have explained in a simple way how this form invariance, that
is an enlargement of relativistic invariance, rules not only the Dirac wave
equation, but all of electromagnetism (chapter 4). This is well hidden in
the case of the electromagnetic field itself because only the SL(2,C) part
of the CI5 group acts upon this boson field (and this is true of any other
boson field). The electromagnetic field has properties resulting from its
antisymmetric building from a pair of spinors. It is a pure bivector, sum
E + iH of a vector E and a pseudo-vector iH , with neither scalar nor
pseudo-scalar term. It rotates under a Lorentz rotation but it is insensitive
to the ratio r of a dilation as well as to the chiral angle. This behavior is
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imposed by the form of its invariance under C'3.

More generally boson fields may be gotten by antisymmetric product
of an even number of fermions. Their wave is then a physical wave, a
function of space and time with value in the Clifford algebra of the usual 4-
dimensional space-time, or of the complete 6-dimensional space-time. Such
a construction was impossible in the old formalism of Dirac matrices, be-
cause the wave had values into a linear space which is not an algebra. The
frame of Clifford algebras allows us to use the internal multiplication and
the inverse to account for waves of systems of particles. This has interest-
ing physical consequences: all waves are true functions of the space-time
into well-defined sets. These sets of functions are the Hilbert spaces whose
existence is supposed in the standard model. Clifford algebras have matrix
representations, and their elements can always be considered as operators.
The use of creation and annihilation operators is a consequence of the fact
that products of an even number of elements belong to the same linear
space.

The form invariance of electromagnetism uses a group which fully ac-
counts for two main aspects of the modern physical results: the conservation
of the orientation of time, and the conservation of the orientation of space.
These two orientations are not a consequence of the invariance group. The
form invariance is only compatible with the conservation of the orientation
of physical space, which is the main experimental discovery of the second
part of the twentieth century. The oriented space is fully compatible with
a gauge group which acts differently on left and right waves. The conserva-
tion of an oriented time is compatible with laws of thermodynamics, with
the emission or absorption of light, and with the propagation of retarded
waves.

The extended form invariance allows a better understanding of old ques-
tions like: why there is a Planck constant? What is a charge, or a mass,
and what is the difference between a charge and a mass? Charges appear
in terms necessary to link a contravariant vector such as A to a covariant
vector such as gA or to link a ng term to a q(Akgl — Algk) term of a
Yang-Mills gauge group. The invariance under Cl necessitates ¢ = r?q’.
Mass appears in a term necessary to link a differential term to a constant
term in the invariant wave equation. The invariance under C13 necessitates
m = rm/. Therefore a charge is not a mass, a mass is not a charge: they
have a different behavior under Cl35. These new aspects of old concepts
come from the supplementary strains added by a greater invariance group.
They are fully compatible with classical and relativistic mechanics and with
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laws of electromagnetism.

Anything in the previous review is compatible with the experimental
part of the standard model, and also with the CPT theorem which is now
trivially satisfied. Nevertheless several bad habits must be avoided. For
instance the Planck factor linking proper mass to frequency is variable if
we consider the full invariance group. This is completely hidden if the
Planck factor is changed into a constant number: we must put back the
h term everywhere it is necessarily present. Tensors constructed from the
Dirac waves with Dirac matrices do not have a behavior allowing the full
invariance group. This implies we must use Clifford algebras, which are
the only frames where the full invariance group acts. Another bad habit
to abandon is the habit of going up or down an index of tensor, because
covariant and contravariant vectors vary differently under the full invariance
group.

If you have paid the price of accounting for the full invariance group
you are able to get much in return. The first award is the possibility to
read the electro-weak theory in a much simpler way, with a wave which is
a function of space-time into a Clifford algebra: firstly of the usual space-
time if you account only for the electron-neutrino case and secondly of a
6-dimensional space-time to account for all fermions and all anti-fermions
of one generation. In this enlarged frame the gauge group is exactly the
U(1) x SU(2) x SU(3) group of the standard model, the lepton part of
the complete wave sees only the U(1) x SU(2) part of the gauge group.
Therefore electron and neutrino are automatically unable to see strong
interactions and the right wave of the neutrino does not interact at all. A
greater gauge group is not available, this accounts for the fact that no way
exists to transform a quark into a lepton. Then this justifies the empirical
construction, in the standard model, of conservative quantum numbers such
as the baryonic number. Another award is the ability to understand the
existence of both exactly three generations of fermions, completely similar
and having nevertheless a separate behavior in the gauge invariance and
the Lagrangian formalism, and four kinds of neutrinos.

The generalization to the complete wave of the geometric dilation linked
to the electron wave is possible only if two additional dimensions are added *
to the three usual dimensions of the physical space. The reward to this

1. We used in [17] two greater Clifford algebras, Clz 3 and Cl3 4, which cannot allow
the relation Eq. (7.73) between the reverse in space-time algebra and the reverse in the
complete algebra. Relation Eq. (7.73) implies we should use only Clis 1, or Cly 5 but it
happens to be the same algebra.
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new strain on the theory is that this construction includes all parts of the
standard model in a closed frame. Moreover the usual space-time is a
well bounded part of the complete space-time, bounded by the fact that
usual space-time is real in a complete space-time with a natural complex
structure. A second reward is a unique dimension for the time in the
complete space-time, this time is then our usual oriented time, oriented
from past to future. Another reward is a much more general geometric
transformation between the 6-dimensional space-time and the usual space-
time, as soon as neutrinos and quarks are considered. The study of the
wave of all fermions of the first generation introduces, at each point of the
space-time, a geometric transformation from one manifold into the other
one. With the complete wave the intrinsic manifold is 6-dimensional and the
relative 4-dimensional space-time seems embedded into the 6-dimensional
manifold.

Our nonlinear homogeneous wave equation for the electron is twice
generalized, firstly as a wave equation with mass term for the elec-
tron+neutrino. This wave equation is both form invariant under Cl; and
gauge invariant under the gauge group of electro-weak interactions. This
wave is then extended to a wave for electron-+neutrino+quarks. The wave
equation is both form invariant under Cl; and gauge invariant under the
gauge group of the standard model. The linear mass term of the Dirac
equation was not able to give a wave equation compatible even with the
electro-weak gauge. Now since we do have such an invariant wave equation
with mass term, we are directly able to consider inertia and gravitation.
Inertial frames are obtained with R transformations defined by any con-
stant M element in Cl13 while other frames are obtained with variable M
elements. The principle of equivalence between inertial and gravitational
mass—energy is the origin of the normalization of the wave and of the den-
sity of probability. The proper mass—energy of the electron-particle is the
integral over all space of the density of mass—energy of the electron-wave.
This mechanism gives the symmetric tensor of impulse-energy of General
Relativity.

10.3 Principle of minimum

Modern physics uses everywhere a principle of minimum. This was first
seen by Fermat. He understood that light travels in such a way that the
duration of the travel between two points is minimal. This was next seen
in Hamiltonian mechanics, where the movement of any object is made in
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a way such that a quantity called action is minimal. These two principles
of minimum were united by de Broglie and this led him to discover the
wave linked to the movement of any material particle. So the Dirac wave
equation of an electron or other fermions may also be gotten from such a
principle of minimum. But why?

Clifford algebra and the form invariance group give a strange answer.
The true wave equation of a unique fermion is the invariant form of the
wave equation. And then the scalar part of this wave equation is exactly
the Lagrangian density. This Lagrangian density is not truly minimal. In
fact, it is exactly zero, because the wave equation is homogeneous. The
second part of the answer comes from the fact that you can get the seven
other equations by using the calculus of variations. This is probably not
very correctly done, because an assumption is made that the infinitesimal
variation of the wave is null on a boundary of the integration volume. It
is easy to get this assumption in the case of a bound state, but nobody
proved that it is always possible for a propagating wave. Since the true
link between the Lagrangian density and the wave equation is not what we
thought, an error there is not easily seen. The most important consequence
is that the wave is more general than the principle of minimum: it is easy
to get wave equations which cannot be obtained from a Lagrangian density
(see Sec. 5.3). The Lagrangian density as real scalar part of the wave
equation is our Ariadne’s thread: The double link remains when we change
the linear Dirac equation into our homogeneous nonlinear equation. Next
it remains when we go from the wave equation of the electron alone into
the equation of the electron+neutrino pair. It remains again when we go to
the wave of electron+neutrino+quarks. The thread also allows us to find
the true mass terms, for the case electron+neutrino and also for the case
electron+neutrino+quarks.

Another part of this strange answer is the non-equality between the
light speed as limit speed of any Dirac wave and the limit speed of other
waves. We have gotten a limit speed different from the light speed in the
frame of a wave equation coming not from a Lagrangian density.

And the Lagrangian domain of physics is actually not a very big domain.
For instance in the Lagrangian formalism of quantum electrodynamics all
Maxwell laws are thought to result from the Lagrange equations. But this
is false, because the link between potentials and fields is postulated to
simplify the second-order wave equations. The same remark was first made
by de Broglie himself in his theory of the photon, where two Lagrangian
densities are necessary to get all Maxwell laws. Then what is the true
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energy—momentum of the electromagnetic field? Usually physicists consider
E?+ H? as giving the density of energy. This is generalized in Fi Ff, in the
case of a non-commutative gauge group. If the relation between potentials
and fields comes also from a Lagrangian mechanism which is associated to
another energy—momentum tensor, that quantum electrodynamics does not
account for. If not, what proves that the energy-momentum tensor coming
from the Lagrangian density is the true one? Is the Lagrangian formalism
itself, with its reversible time, compatible with the transport by photons of
energy-momentum?

10.4 Theory versus experiment

The world of the particles with magnetic charges is different and we
are, in terms of the knowledge of this new world, probably no wiser than
Colombus after his first journey. We know it exists and this is already
something.

The two parts of this book, the theoretical part formed by nine chapters
and three appendices, and the experimental part in one modest chapter,
seem at the same time disconnected and disproportionate. We can expect
that more experiments will discover many new properties of the magnetic
world.

These two parts are however doubly linked. Firstly probabilities, essen-
tial in quantum theory, are very discreet here. In our powders, randomness
does not seem to play a very big role. When titanium is transformed at some
place, all that can be transformed is changed. Randomness may be the rea-
son why results are variable, but getting copper instead of iron, chromium
instead of manganese, this can also come from differences in temperature,
pressure, duration of the discharge and so on. We know nothing until now
about that.

The second link between our two parts is: space-time is different from
what we thought it was. In the theoretical part we explained how a second
space-time manifold appears, anisotropic, and how the spinor wave makes
a bridge between these two manifolds. This bridge can be extended to
the 6-dimensional space-time which allows us to describe electro-weak and
strong interactions. The usual space-time is not the fundamental entity;
it is only a part, well defined, of a complete space-time where complex
numbers appear naturally. The geometric transformation linked to the
wave contains a sum of direct and of inverse dilations. It is then very
different from simple Lorentz rotations. Geometric transformations are
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only induced by elements of a group coming from the space algebra. They
appear as secondary objects, the fundamental one being the wave.

In the experimental part also space seems very different from what we
thought, since kernels of atoms that we think are separated by huge dis-
tances in comparison with their own sizes, seem able to put together their
nucleons and to reallocate them as if the distance between them was in-
significant.

10.5 Future applications

What will be the applications of magnetic monopoles is also a premature
question and what we are able to imagine today will probably have little
in common with the very practical applications which will come out of
laboratories in the future.

Urutskoev who is a nuclear physicist thinks to new nuclear reactors,
intrinsically safe, driven by very intense magnetic fields. Another exciting
possibility is that magnetism may be linked to gravitation. There are some
theoretical hints there, because G. Lochak [51] has explained that it is a
magnetic photon which is linked to the graviton in the fusion theory of
Louis de Broglie.

A third kind of possible practical consequence is about geology. The
magnetic monopole of G. Lochak is a kind of excited neutrino. The Sun can
produce magnetic monopoles which will arrive on our Earth, mainly at the
magnetic poles. This was experimentally satisfied [1]. These monopoles are
likely to induce the same transformations we see in the laboratory, notably
producing hydrogen. This may change the process of fossilization and the
creation of deposits.

Evidently if magnetic monopoles are produced in the heart of the Sun,
they are able to produce effects on magnetic fields. The study of the mag-
netic monopoles is perhaps the best way to progress in the comprehension
of our Sun.

We can also have a good idea of what will never allow the double space-
time manifolds. The existence of a second space-time manifold changes
nothing in the properties of the first manifold, the one in which we move
and observe our universe. We must then not dream of things we know
are forbidden by physical laws, such as overshooting the limit speed. Ac-
celerating until this limit remains impossible because the mass approaches
infinity when the speed approaches the limit even if this limit is not neces-
sarily equal to the speed of light in the vacuum. Another restriction which
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has no chance of changing is the one linked to the time arrow. Any journey
back into past will stay forbidden since the invariance group conserves the
orientation of our time.

10.6 Improved standard model

The different parts of the work that we present here are strongly inter-
acting and reinforce one another. The Cl} group is easier to see from the
invariant form Eq. (3.1) of the wave equation. The behavior of the mass
term used in chapter 4 is a sufficient reason to prefer the nonlinear homo-
geneous wave equation to its linear approximation, the Dirac equation. We
got also the electro-weak gauge group in a much simpler way. It was easy
to extend this model from the lepton sector to the quark sector. We can
explain not only why there are three completely similar generations (and
four 2 neutrinos), but also why the different generations must be separately
treated in the gauge theory. We can explain why the complete gauge group
is the U(1) x SU(2) x SU(3) gauge group found from experiments and why
the SU(3) gauge group does not act upon the lepton part of the complete
wave, which has been postulated before. The link between the wave and
the space-time geometry is reinforced by the fact that this link survives to
the extension of the wave to all fermions of a generation, which necessitates
the use of two supplementary dimensions of space. The generalization of
the geometric transformation necessitates the use of the link between the
wave of the particle and the wave of the anti-particle. From the physical
point of view this changes the meaning of the charge conjugation. From
the mathematical point of view this divides by two the number of param-
eters, then the dimension n of the space-time is reduced to n — 1. The
criterion of simplicity then induces a preference for the algebra Cl; 5. Then
the manifold of space-time appears as embedded into a manifold with two
supplementary dimensions of space.

A greater invariance group implies strong new strains. These new strains
imply a better understanding of old concepts and indicate the only way to
go further. For instance the relation ¢’ = M¢ is not new, it was used in
equivalent form since the Pauli equation in the 1920s. But it indicates to
us that the relation between the ¢ wave and the Weyl’s spinors £ and 7 is
invariant, that the right and left parts of the wave are invariant, and that
M and ¢ are similar. When you know that, it is evident that the wave of

2. The fourth neutrino is not able to interact by the electro-weak or strong force, it
is then a part of dark matter.
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a pair electron-neutrino must read ¥; = | ~~ =" |, and this equality gives
n €

then the form of the projectors P,. Next these projectors have naturally
the U(1) x SU(2) structure of the electroweak gauge group. It is also easy
to get the charges of quarks u and d simply by changing Py to P, changing
only one coefficient from 1 into —1/3. All values of the charges of quarks are
obtained by the choice of only one number, and the value of this number
is necessary to simplify the operator of the chiral gauge. We recall that
these values of the charges explain why the charge of the proton is exactly
opposite to the charge of the electron, why the charge of the neutron is
zero, and therefore why the electric charge of any unionized atom is zero.
Strains coming from the invariance group imply also that you have only
one simple way to get a wave with all fermions of one generation, which

is U = (\\IIJIZ $T> But after that if you want to have the same link as
g *b

before between the wave and the geometry of space-time, it is necessary to
dispose of Eq. (7.73). This in fact requires to use the link Eq. (2.90), well
known in the standard model, existing between the wave of the particle
and the wave of the antiparticle. This link restricts the value of the wave
from Clz3 = My(C) to its sub-algebra Cl; 3 and from Cls 2 = Ms(C) to
its sub-algebra Cl5 ;. It happens that this Clifford algebra is isomorphic
to Cly 5 and this isomorphism is both the reason why the non-isomorphic
sub-algebras Cl; 3 and Cls; are equally used, and a reason to be more
confident of the standard model and its precepts issued from a long history
of experiments. Another reason to be confident both in the standard model
and in the use of Clifford algebra is the link between the cancellation of
right waves, except the electron wave, and the existence of a mathematical
inverse, used to build waves of systems. This should allow us to build the
wave of a proton or a neutron from their internal quarks.

Questions asked of the initial quantum theory are today nearly forgot-
ten. Why there is a Planck constant and why there are complex numbers
were two of them. Since nobody had a clear and simple answer, these ques-
tions were put “under the table”. The existence of the Planck factor, which
links proper mass to frequency of the wave, is directly linked to supple-
mentary strains of the invariance group. Complex numbers are also simply
explained, first by the isomorphism between Cl3 and the algebra generated
by Pauli matrices, next by the matrix representation of C1; 3, finally by
the matrix representation of Cl; 5. This algebra is isomorphic to a sub-



154 The standard model of quantum physics in Clifford Algebra

algebra of the algebra Ms(C) of 8 x 8 matrices on the complex field. The
complete wave is then a function of the space-time with value into Cl; s,
this justifies most of the mathematical apparatus of the standard model.
From the physical point of view, this allows us to build the boson fields by
antisymmetric products of fermions in even numbers.

New strains used here also explain why old attempts were not successful.
We think to the numerous attempts made in the 1930s to unify mechanics
and electromagnetism. Such a unification is limited by the fact that a charge
is not a mass when you use the full invariance group. Another attempt,
made to unify the different parts of the U(1) x SU(2) x SU(3) gauge group
as subgroups of SU(5) or SO(10) had no more success, predicting a possible
disintegrating proton which was not experimentally found. The structure
of the gauge group comes from the structure of the complete wave and does
not change when you increase the energy. The structure of the wave is then
fully compatible with protons without disintegration, and more generally
with all known aspects of modern physics.

The standard model shall remain so more essential because the wave
equations with a mass term are compatible both with the form invariance
and with the gauge invariance. This makes the spontaneously broken sym-
metry useless.

10.7 Algorithmic and data structures

Even if the big accelerators of particle physics are today inseparable
from the software necessary to get and treat an enormous quantity of data,
the theory of the standard model is old and was made in a world without
computers. Today all students learn algorithmic and data structures, but
the consideration of data structures was not known when quantum field
theory was growing. Then nothing was made to secure the formalism of
bra and ket. The spirit of the second quantification is to consider only
algorithms and calculations, and to refuse any consideration about things
that are used in these calculations. It is a software with algorithmic but
without data structures!

Our work proves that the objects used in the standard model are nu-
merous and different. Then it shall be certainly necessary to think about
them. The wave of the electron is a function of space-time in the Clifford
algebra of space (8-dimensional), with numeric dimension 1/2. It is not at
all the same object as the wave of a photon, which is a composite object
made of a space-time vector potential and a bivector field. The idea of a
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set of bra and ket working indifferently on waves of electrons and quarks as
well as systems of them and photons and Zjy and gluons as well as systems
of them is a purely theoretical dream. It is in fact impossible to apply the
same calculations to photons needing symmetrization and electrons needing
anti-symmetrization. Even with the names ket and bra it is impossible to
treat globally the different things that are fermions and bosons.

The correct use of the different data structures gives not only new
strains. It also brings understanding. Why does the Dirac theory take
place in Cl3 when it should be in a relativistic frame? Why is the invariance
group C135 and no more? Why are there three generations of fundamental
fermions and no more? To these questions the response comes from data
structures: the 3 is simply the dimension of the physical space, this means
the number of real numbers necessary to describe a point. Next the 8 that
is the number of parameters of the Dirac wave and the dimension of the
invariance group is 2® and comes from a general link between dimension of
the linear space and dimension of the algebra built on this linear space. The
presence of complex numbers in physics also results from data structures,
since it comes from the isomorphism between the Clifford algebra of space
and the algebra of 2 x 2 complex matrices.

Space and time take place in Cl3, but this is made in a very precise
part of this algebra, the self-adjoint part. From this a link results between
the reversion in the Clifford algebra of space-time and the reversion in the
algebra of space. Since this reversion in Cl3 is the adjoint matrix, this
conjugation has had a great place in quantum theory, giving the hermitian
and unitary theory. But the algebra of space, even if it is sufficient to
study the electron alone, is not the only data structure to consider. Two
homomorphisms exist from CI3 into the group of dilations on space-time.
This is why left and right waves exist. Since these homomorphisms respect
the orientation of the space and the orientation of the time, all physical
laws are made of this oriented space and of this oriented time.

The group of invariance induces many consequences. The strains com-
ing from the different variances, covariance, contra-variance, invariance,
half-variance of the wave, are summarized in the numeric dimension. This
concept, since it comes from the invariance itself, rules all parts of the phys-
ical reality. The concept of numeric dimension is not arbitrary: General
Relativity is based on physical lengths whilst differential Geometry is based
on real numbers. Necessarily something must compensate this difference.
Our definition of the numeric dimension simply gives the dimension 1 to
any length in space (or time). The product-measure gives then the dimen-
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sion 2 for surfaces, the dimension 3 for volumes in space and the dimension
4 for volumes in space-time. The derivation uses a quotient, then a numeric
dimension —1 is added for each derivation. It results that an acceleration
has dimension —1 since it is the derivative of a velocity, the quotient of a
length of space by a length of time, with numeric dimension 0. And so on...
Moreover the integration over the space links the Lagrangian density of
the quantum wave to the Lagrangian of the particle in relativistic mechan-
ics. Then the proper mass of this Lagrangian has necessarily the numeric
dimension 3 that has been obtained by supposing that gauge fields have
numeric dimension 0. We could have obtained this dimensionality 0 from
other considerations. For instance all gauge fields are boson fields. This
means that the waves of 2, 3,... n photons are similar and may be added.
Since the general rule to get the wave of systems of particles is the mul-
tiplication of the waves, each wave has necessarily the numeric dimension
0.

The Clifford algebra of space-time is built on a 4-dimensional linear
space. It is then 16-dimensional. This 16 = 2 is also a 4 x 4 that has given
for instance the Majorana real matrices or the 4 x 4 complex matrices of the
Dirac equation. Unhappily for them it is 2% that is important and general,
and 4 x 4 is only an accidental coincidence. All laws of electromagnetism
take place naturally in space-time algebra and this may be extended to the
quantum wave of electron+neutrino, and then to electro-weak interactions.
It happens that the quantum wave is not only reserved to a lone particle, it
concerns also systems of particles. Then the wave must be invertible, and
is is much easier to get such an invertible wave for an electron-+neutrino
pair if a neutrino has only one of the two possible right and left waves. And
this is exactly what happens since the neutrino has only a left wave.

The double link between Lagrangian density and wave equation makes
that most of the information present in one equation, the scalar one, gives
the other equations. This also may be considered as a mathematical acci-
dent, because if a similar wave equation with operator 9 is used with another
structure of space-time, the double link is not automatic. We must be not
too confident from the fact that the double link exists for the electron alone,
for electron+neutrino, and for electron+neutrino+quarks. First it is only
one wave equation with particular cases. Next the dimension and signature
of Cly 5 is not any dimension and not any signature. Two supplementary
dimensions, not only one, are necessary for embedding all solutions of the
equations of General Relativity. It is the same in the quantum domain,
we could not have obtained the U(1) x SU(2) x SU(3) gauge group in a
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Cl,,q with p 4+ ¢ < 6. Next more than two supplementary dimensions are
difficult to manage and still obtain correct physical results, this comes from
the necessary link between reversions in the different algebras.

The form of the wave equation itself is not just anything: the differential
term is linear and linear applications are the natural first approximation
of any more complicated equation with derivatives. Next the invariance
under C13 adds so many new strains that the partial differential operator
is necessary: a V = ¢/0,, or a 8 = v"0,, or a 0 = L"0,, respectively in
Cls, Cly 3 or Cly 5. The form of the gauge invariance itself implies that
linear transformations must also be used there. In space-time algebra, 16-
dimensional, the linear space of all linear transformations of Cl; 3 into Cl; 3
is 256-dimensional. It happens that the 256 transformations ¥ — AVB
where A and B are generators of Cl; 3 form a basis of this linear space.
Then any linear transformation is necessarily a linear combination of these
transformations. This gives the necessary form of the gauge derivative.

The difference existing between right and left multiplication has an ex-
ception since the i of Cl3 commutes with any element of this algebra. This
has a great implication in the electro-weak theory: it is just this part of the
gauge group that separates leptons from quarks, just as it is this part of
the inertial potentials that is present in the quantum world but is absent in
differential geometry. Consequently it is impossible to reduce the quantum
world to differential geometry.

10.8 Beyond the standard model, back to physical reality

This work is more similar to Einstein’s views than to those of the Copen-
hagen school. Waves obeying partial differential equations may be consid-
ered as deterministic. A probability density exists, but it is only a derived
consequence of the equality between inertial and gravitational mass—energy.
Moreover this density of probability concerns both electron and neutrino
in the lepton case. In the quark case we get a second density of probabil-
ity, but is a also a sum of 6 currents, for two quarks in three color states
each. A lot of work has been done on Bell’s inequalities and their invalida-
tion. Bell’s inequalities, as predicted, are violated. This proves only that at
least one of the numerous conditions giving these inequalities is false. We
have the right to think that the first of these false conditions was believing
that the wave of two electrons, and a fortiori two photons, must obey a
Schrédinger equation for a function with value in the complex field, with a
probability equal to the square of the modulus of this complex value. The
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wave equations that we have found do not reduce to the Schrodinger equa-
tion. To get the physical wave equation of two electrons or two photons is
a very difficult problem that must still be solved.

The standard model present many aspects that have induced to search
beyond. There are too many suppositions, too many parameters. This
study has reduced the number of parameters, for instance we have only one
parameter giving all charges of quarks and only 6 mass parameters for all
leptons and quarks of the three generations, and only 3 wave equations for
all that. Then the need to search “beyond the standard model” is rather
reduced. We have explained why the attempts of "great unification" with a
gauge group simpler than the group of the standard model could not have
succeeded. Theories of chords with many supplementary dimensions will
also have problems with the reversion. The super-symmetry transforming
fermions into bosons is also completely out of the frame of this work. This
implies that we await no new particle or system of particles. The only
new objects that remain to study are then the magnetic monopoles. As
this study is only beginning, inventive researchers may obtain interesting
results without needing much money.

Theories of chords, branes, supersymmetry and other attempts made
to include gravitation in the frame of quantum physics were unlucky: they
were based on old concepts coming from the beginning of quantum me-
chanics as a non-relativistic theory, while electromagnetism, weak inter-
actions, strong interactions, gravitation are all based on relativistic waves
and relativistic invariance. All these attempts are also based on a unique
Lagrangian that is thought of as the origin of all partial differential equa-
tions. This is also a false track because Lagrangians are consequences of
wave equations of fermions, and only for one fermion and only in an inertial
frame. A third false track is unitarity; the true one is reversion, and it is the
same only in C'l3. The use of a greater invariance group is enough to gather
gravitation, electromagnetism, weak interactions and strong interactions in
the same frame.

In the domain of particle physics, we have still many things to under-
stand and parameters to measure precisely. The response that we have
made about the three generations is only a theoretical response. Physical
quarks in the protons and the neutrons seem much more complicated and
not exactly in one unique generation. This may come from the fact that
the three terms at the right of the differential term in Eq. (7.111) are not
orthogonal.

What about the particle-wave dualism? The Dirac equation and our
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new wave equations are partial derivative equations of the first order and
describe the evolution of waves. The only part of this work where the
electron appears as a particle is when we use the equality between inertial
and gravitational mass—energy. After integration to the physical space of
the density of energy of the wave, the non-symmetric energy-momentum
tensor of the wave gives the momentum-energy space-time vector of the
electron-particle. We know no other reason for the coexistence in the elec-
tron wave of an electron-particle. But we also have no reason to pretend
that the energy of the electron cannot be concentrated in a little portion
of the wave.

We have studied only the most simple part of the standard model, the
fermion wave. We know that it will be necessary to understand also the
boson part of the physical world. It is a much more complicated problem:
a boson like a photon, Z° or gluon is a composite object with a potential
term that is a space-time vector and that has the numeric dimension 1,
and a bivector field with numeric dimension 0. Therefore a lot of work will
be necessary to fully understand what bosons are and how they interact
with the fermion and boson parts of our physical Universe. We have more
questions without answer than questions with them. For instance we saw
two ways to get a wave with numeric dimension 0 from waves with numeric
dimension 1/2. One of them was described in chapter 4: m(gad1 — d1¢2);
the other was described in chapter 5: ¢10 = p101 ¢2_1 — o0 (bl_l. These two
ways use the Pauli principle of anti-symmetrization. Are these waves simi-
lar, can we add them? Shall we understand why we must anti-symmetrize
spinor waves?

The quest continues.
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Appendix A

Calculations in Clifford algebras

A.1 Invariant equation and Lagrangian

Let M be an invertible matrix element of Cl3, with determinant re®.
Let R and R be Lorentz dilations such as :

R:zwa' =R(x)=MaM'; R:zw— 2’ =R(z) = MaM. (A.1)

Let P be the matrix such as:

M = \/re's P, (A.2)
and let L and L be dilations such as :
L:zwa =L(x)=PzP'; T:2~ 2 =L(z)=PaP. (A.3)
We have:
re'® = det(M) = MM = \/re'? P\/re'2 P = re' PP. (A.4)
We get then

PP=1; P=pP'; L=L" (A.5)
P is then an element of SL(2,C) and L is a Lorentz rotation. We know,
for such a rotation, that:

10 0 0
0—-10 0

97100 =1 0 (A-6)
00 0 —1

where ¢ is the signature-matrix. Denoting (L) the matrix of L in an or-
thonormal basis and M? the transposed ' matrix of M:

(L) =g(L)'g: (L)g=g(L)" (A7)

b
1. The transposition exchanges lines and columns of matrices: if M = (a ) then

cd

Mt = (Z ;) We have, for any matrices A and B, (AB)! = B'A! and det(A?) = det(A).
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But we have also:

R(z) = MazM' = \/re'* Px/re 2 Pt = yPz P! = rL(x), (A.8)
therefore
R=rL; (R)=r(L) (A.9)
We have also:
R(z) = MaM = \/re'* Pay/re 3P = yPxP = rL(z), (A.10)
R=rL; (R)=r(L). (A.11)

Multiplying Eq. (A.7) by r we get :
(R)g=g(R)": (R)=g(R)'g, (A.12)
which gives for j =1, 2, 3and k=1, 2, 3:
Ro=R); Ry=-RY: R =-R}; R, =R, (A.13)
Consequently lines as well as columns of the matrix R}, are orthogonal,
because we have, for R and R:

R, = MO’NMT = R0, ; R, = MUM]/\/.T: EZU,,, (A.14)
R, R, =R, R, =0d,p° (A.15)
where (500 = 1, 511 = (522 = (533 = —1, 6“” =0if 12 75 v. We have
Jj=3 Jj=3
$AS = A'go,d = AgDo— > A;D; = Ao(Djyo,) Z (A.16)
Jj=1 j=1

But the link between the D,, and Eu is the same as between R, and Eu
and we get with Eq. (A.13) for j =1, 2, 3and k=1, 2, 3:

38 = D8 ; Eé = —D? ; Eg = —Dé ; 55 = Dia (A.17)
which gives
— o~ 0 =3 _ = 0 =3 k
6A¢ = Ao(Dy+Y_Dyoy) — > A;(D; + > Djoy) (A.18)
j=1 j=1 k=1

J= Jj=3 k=3
= Ao(D§ = > Djo;) =Y Aj(-Dy+ > Dioy) = A,Dlo".
j j=1 k=1

The scalar part is then

(6Ad)o = DyA, = A, J". (A.19)
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The corresponding term with the Dirac matrices is

S @ ad)) + @rad,)]

= %Au [r# ) + (Py')] = q Ayt = qA, " (A.20)
We get next
SITV (~0)0,8) + B (~0),0)1] = 5 (=100 + 0,57")
= 51=€190€ — n'oun + (@0§N)E + @on' )] (A.21)
. j=3
+ % [—&0;0,6 +n'o;0;n + (0;6T) 03¢ — (9;m") o]

which gives
— i[(Py* (=)0 t) + (P (=) 0u)T] = (A.22)
§100&7 + £200&5 + mon; + 1m200m3 — &100&1 — §30082 — nidom — 130072
§10185 + &01& —mOim; — 2oy — §101& — §301& + 1012 + 0301
— i1(—8§10285 +&20287 +1m102m3 — 020217 — &1 0262 +£502€1 + 11 D22 — 130211 )
§10587 — §205&5 — mOsn; + 12055 — & 05&1 + 50382 + 01 Osm — n303m2.

In the Pauli algebra we have

- o ons 0o — 03 —01+ iaz) <—771 —@)
\V4 =2 . , A.23
A(Vp)oar = 2i (_52 §1) (—81 Dy Oy + 05 & ( )
and with Eq. (2.74) we get
-~ <w3+w0—iv3—iv0 v2+ivl+iw2—w1>

E(V(b)gﬂ = 2 3

A.24
2 — ol 4+ w? + wt w ( )

—w? — i3+ ”
N1 (=0om +01m2 —i02m2+03m) 17 (=005 — &S +i02E1 +03E5)
+15 (=002 +01m +i02m —03m2)  +15(00&] +01€5 +i0285 +05E7)
21
—&a(—=0om +01m2—i02m2+03m1)  —&a(—00&5 — 017 +1026T +0583)
+&1(=0om2+01m1 +i02m1 —03m2)  +&1(00€7 + 0165 +1i0285 +03ET)

This gives

w® +w’ — i — i’ = 2i(—nidony — n300m2 + nfO1Ne + M50
—iny Ozm2 + inyam1 + 17 0311 — 1503m2), (A.25)
w® —w® —iv® + i’ = 2i(£20085 + E100E] + L20167 + £20165

—i§202€7 + 1610285 — £20585 + £10s87),  (A.26)
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02—t 4w +w' = 2i(£200m — &100m2 — 2012 + £101m

+i&202m2 + 161021 — E203m — £103m2),  (A.27)
v vt +iw® —wl = 2i(=nf0Es — 3 00ET — M ET + 150163
+in] €] + i1302€5 + 010585 +1305€7). (A.28)
Adding and subtracting Eq. (A.25) and Eq. (A.26) we get
w® —iv® = —injdym — inzdona + 20085 + 100}
+ iy 012 + iy + 620167 + 1610165 (A.29)
+n102m2 — n302m1 + §202€7 — £10263
+iny03m — i3 03n2 — i€20385 + 1610387

w” — v’ = —infdom — in3domz — 1£20085 — i£100&]

+ iy 012 + iy O — 1620167 — i§101€5 (A.30)
+n102m2 — m302m1 — §202€7 + §10263
+inyO3m1 — in303n2 + 1620385 — i€1037 -

Separating the real and the imaginary part of Eq. (A.29) we get

%wg = §100&7 +&20085 +mOon; + n200m5 — §100€1 — §50082 — 17 Oomn
—n300m2 + §101&5 + £201&] — mon; — m201ny — §101& — §50:161
+ 01012 + 1301 — i(—£10265 + §20267 + mO2ns — 120on;
— &1028 + §50261 + 1y O2mz — m300m1) + £103&7 — €20383
— m03n; + n203n5 — §105&1 + E50382 + 07 O3m — 130372
(A.31)
This gives with Eq. (A.22)

1 — ) — .
S @Y (=)0,0) + (@ (=) 9u)T] = w?, (A.32)
and with Eq. (A.20) we get Eq. (2.83). The Tetrode’s impulse-energy tensor

coming from the invariance of the Lagrangian density under translations
satisfies

1 — . — .
Ty = 5[(1/1’7#(—“% + gAY + (Py"(=i0x + gAN))T]. (A.33)
We get then from Eq. (A.32)
w® =T — qy" Ay
w® =Tk -V°

w? + VO = tr(T). (A.34)
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Now the imaginary part of Eq. (A.29) gives
—20% = o(&1€5 + &6 — mnt — m2m3) (A.35)
+ 01(&85 + &&7 +mns + m2np)
+ 02i(&1&5 — 87 +mns — n2ny)
+ 03(&1&1 — &85 + mny — m2m3)

— 9,Df =V Dj. (A.36)
The imaginary part of Eq. (A.30) gives
—20° = Bo(&1&5 + &85 + mnt + m2m3) (A.37)

+ 01(&&5 + &80 — mmnz — m2ni)
+ 02i(6183 — L2617 — mumz + m2n)
+ 03(61&7 — §285 — mny +12m3)
= 0,Df =V - Dy, (A.38)
and we get the conservation of the current of probability. From Eq. (A.18)
we get
qA,Djot = bqAp =V = Vio,,

=V - Vig! —V25? — V353 (A.39)
VIi— —qA, DY = —qA-D;; j=1, 2, 3. (A.40)
The real part of Eq. (A.30) gives with Eq. (2.78)
2 2
i i

— £100&7 —£20085 +mdon; +n200m5 +£7 00814850082 — 17 Dom1 — 139012
—£10165 — 620167 —mO1m; —n201m] +£10182+8£50161 4+ Oz +1301m
— 1(§10285 — E202&7 +1102m5 — 120207 +£7 0282 —E50281 417 Oam2 — 150211 )

— §105&7 +£20385 —m O30y +n203m5 +&7 0381 —€50582+17 O3m1 — 030512
Now adding and subtracting Eq. (A.27) and Eq. (A.28) we get

V¥ 4 iw? = i&00m — i€&100m2 — 00l + ins00E]
— 1&201m2 + i&1 01 — iy &y + iz & (A.42)
— &20am2 — &102m1 — 11 0267 — 150265
— i&203m — i&103m2 + in; 0385 + inz05&7,

wh —iv' = i&Agn1 — & ona + i 06Es — insd0E]
— €201 + 1§10 + iy O1€] — 050165 (A.43)
— &a02m — §102m1 + 7 0267 + 150285
— i€205m1 — 1§103m2 — 0] 0385 — i3 05&7
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The real part of Eq. (A.42) gives
20% = Byi(—Einz + Lo + &5m5 — E5m7) (A.44)
+ Oi(§am — Eamz — ET0T + §51m3)
+ 02 (=& — Eam2 — §1m7 — §513)
+ 03i(=&imz2 — Samn + §1m5 + §517)

= —9,Di = -V D, (A.45)

which gives, with Eq. (2.76)
V- Dy =20 =2V, (A.46)

and we get with Eq. (A.40)
V- Dy+2¢A- Dy =0, (A.47)

which is 2.87. The imaginary part of Eq. (A.42) gives with Eq. (2.80)
2w* = 0 = =& don2+&200m —mdo&a —m200&1 — &5 Bons +E300mT — 17 s
+ 150087 +8101m1 —§201m2 = 110161 + 120162+ &7 01y — €501
=171 01§71 +n30065 +i(§102m +E202m2 — 110261 — 120262 — &1 021}
—&50om5 +17 0267 +150265) — 10312 — §205m1 + 110362
—1203&1 — &1 03m3 — §303m1 + 010385 + n303¢7 (A.48)
The real part of Eq. (A.43) gives with Eq. (2.81)
2w' = 0 =i(—& don2+E200m —mBoa 120081 +E5 Boms — &3 Bomy +171 Do&s
— 050087 +i(§101m —&201m2 =11 01&1 + 1020162 — & O] +£501m5
+0701€7 — n30163) —&102m — 2022 +171 0281 +1120262 — &7 Dan}
—&502m5 +17 0267 + 130265 +1(—E105m2 —E205m1 +11 0382 + 120561

+&1 O3m3 +€503m7 =17 05&5 —1305€7), (A.49)
The imaginary part of Eq. (A.43) gives
=20 = Oo(—E1mp + Eam — & + En) (A.50)

+ 01 (& — Eame + &1 — &513)
+ 00t (& + Sam2 — &7 — &515)
+ 03(=&1m2 — o — &g — &3m7)

= 9,D' =V Dy, (A.51)

which gives, with Eq. (2.77)
V-Dy =20t = —2V2 (A.52)

and we get with Eq. (A.40)
V- Dy —2gA-Dy =0, (A.53)

which is Eq. (2.86).
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A.2 Calculation of the reverse in Cl; 5

Here, as in Sec. 1.5, indices u,v,p... have value 0,1,2,3 and indices
a,b,c,d,e have value 0,1,2,3,4,5. We get?
0~ 0 Vv 0
Ly = LuLy = )( ):( ) A5
g g ('yu 0\ 0 0 Vv (4.5
N - ’7’“/ O ) <0 ’yp> - < 0 ’yuup>
Ly,=L,L,= = , A.55
Hvp H P < 0 o Yp 0 YVuwp 0 ( )
Lo123 = Lo1Log = (70123 0 ) = (i O) : (A.56)
0 7ou23 01i

We get also

0 —1 01 —10
Lys = Lyls = <I4 04) (i (‘)) - (0‘ i) = L, (A.57)
i0 —i0 I
Loi12345 = (6 i) (01 i) = (S _14) ; (A.58)

i0\ /01 0 —I
Lo1235 = Lo123Ls = (0 i) (i 0) = <—I4 04) : (A.59)

Similarly we get 3

Lys = (70“ _:) D Lys = (%i vii) , (A.60)

Lyys = <’y,(ju _Z)W) i Lyws = (%?Ui W%Ui> ; (A.61)
= (5 )t (%9 0) aem
L5 = <_3ui Pygi> i Lyvas = <_Pgwi Wfﬁ) ) (A.63)
Lywpas = (—’Yiupi ’Yugpi) ;i Loi2sa = (? Bl) ' (A.64)

Scalar and pseudo-scalar terms read

 ((a+w)ly 0

aIg + OJL012345 = ( 0 (a _ w)I4 s (A65)
—w)l 0

O[Ig — (.(}L012345 — <(CY O‘JJ) 4 (a n w)]4) . (A66>

2. I, I4, Ig are unit matrices. The identification process allowing us to include R in
each real Clifford algebra allows us to read a instead of al, for any complex number a.

3. i anti-commutes with any odd element in space-time algebra and commutes with
any even element.
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For the calculation of the 1-vector term

N®L, = N*L, + N°Ls + N"L,

we let
B=N*'; 6=N°; a= Nhy,. (A.67)
This gives
0 —fBIy+d0i+a
NeL, = . . A.68
(ﬁh +di+a 0 ) ( )

For the calculation of the 2-vector term

N®Lyy = N¥Lys + N* L,y + N* L5 + N* L,

we let
e=N¥; b=NMy,; c=N",; A=N"y,,. (A.69)
This gives with Eq. (A.54) and Eq. (A.60)
—€i+b—ic+A 0
NtL, = (¢ . A.
b ( 0 ei—b—ic—i—A) (A.70)

For the calculation of the 3-vector term
N®Lape = N*® Lygs + N** Lyya + N2 Lyys + N*P Ly,
we let
d=N"y,; B=N",,; C=N"%,, ; ie= Ny, (A7)
This gives with Eq. (A.55) and Eq. (A.61)

0 di—B—i—iC—i—ie)

abe .
N L‘“’C_<id+B+iC+ie 0

(A.72)

For the calculation of the 4-vector term
NadeLabcd = NMU45L[LL/45 + NMUp4L,uup4 + NMUp5L,uup5 + N0123L01237
we let
D = N4y, ¢ if = N#y,,, 5 ig = N*y,,,; (=N (A.73)
This gives with Eq. (A.56) and Eq. (A.62)

—iD +if + g+ Ci 0 )

NadeLabcd — ( (A74)

0 iD—-if+g+ i
For the calculation of the pseudo-vector term

bed 45 01234 01235
NCLapede = NP2 Ly pas + N Loigaa + N Lo123s,
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we let
ih = Nl“/p45’7;,ujp S N01234 : 0 = N01235. (A75)
This gives with Eq. (A.59) and Eq. (A.64)
0 h—ni-6I
abcde o n 4
N Labcde - <_h+ ’I’]i _ 9[4 ) . (A76>
We then get
v, U,
U= A.
(‘I’g ‘I’b) (A.77)
(a+w)ls+ (b+g)+ (A—iD) —(8+60)Is + (a+h) + (—-B +1iC)
+i(—c+f)+ (¢ —o)i +i(—d+e) + (0 — )i

(B—0)I,+ (a—h)+ (B+iC) (a—w)ly+ (-b+g)+ (A +iD)
+i(d +e)+ (6 + n)i +i(—c—1f) + (¢ +e)i

This implies

U, =(a+w)+ (b+g)+ (A—iD)+i(—c+f) + (¢ — €)i, (A.78)
U, =—(B4+0)+(a+h)+(-B+iC)+i(—d+e)+ (6 —n)i, (A.79)
U,=(—-0)+(a—h)+ (B+iC)+i(d+e)+ (§ +n)i, (A.80)
U, =(a—w)+ (-b+g)+ (A+iD)+i(—c—f) + ({ + €)i. (A.81)

In Cl; 3 the reverse of
A= (Ao + (A1 + (A2 + (A)z + (A)s
A= (A)o + (A)1 — (A)g — (A)z + (A)

. We must change the sign of bivectors A, B, iC, iD, and trivectors ic, id,
ie, if and we then get

U= (a—w) i+ (~b+g)+ (A+iD) —i(c+f) + ((+e)i, (A.82)
U, = (8+40)Iy — (a+h)+ (B—iC)+i(d—e)+ (=6 +n)i, (A.83)
U, =(8—-60)1+ (a—h)+ (B+iC)+i(d+e)+ (+n)i, (A.84)
U= (a+w) s+ (b+g)+ (A—iD)+i(—c+f)+ (C—e)i.  (A.85)

The reverse, in Cl; 5 now, of

A=A+ A1+ Ay + A3+ Ay + A5 + Ag
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is
A=Ag+ Ay — Ay — Ay + Ay + A5 — Ag

Only terms which change * sign, with Eq. (A.65), Eq. (A.70) and Eq. (A.72),
are scalars € and w, vectors b, ¢, d, e and bivectors A, B, C. We then get
from Eq. (A.78)

(a—w)y4+(-b+g) + (—A —iD) —(8+6)I, + (a+h)+(B —iC)

N +i(c+ )+ ((+e)i +i(d—e)+ (6 —n)i
U=
(B—0),+(a—h)—(B+iC) (a+w)li+(b+g)+(—A+iD)
—i(d+e)+ (§ +n)i +i(c—f)+ (¢ —e)i
o Ejb E]r
= (lig \E) , (A.86)

And we have proved Eq. (7.73).

4. These changes of sign are not the same in Cl1 5 as in Cl1 3. Differences are cor-
rected by the fact that the reversion in Cly 5 also exchanges the place of the ¥; and V¥,
terms.



Appendix B

Electron+neutrino+quarks

B.1 Gauge generated by i

The operators Py in Eq. (6.13) and Eq. (8.25) and P} in Eq. (7.13) have
the form Eq. (8.25). They satisfy, with constant numbers a and b:

Py(¥) = a¥y9 + bP_(D)i.

Applied to
fle _77;@ 0 _77;11
¢e (bn 626 77* 0 77*
N BRI \/5 le In , B.1
<¢n ¢e Mn 0 e _é_;e ( )
2n 0 T2e é-fe
this gives
. ¢50'3 (anS . ¢eR 0
Py(¥) =1ta | ~ ~ + b ~ , B.2
0( ) <¢n03 ¢50'3 0 _(beR ( )
(a+b)&ie (—a)(=nm5.) 0 (—a)(=n3,)
, +0)&e (—a)nie 0 (—a)ni
Po(W) = iv3 | (@ le In . (B3
() e 0 ame—Ge+)gg | B
arnon O QaT2e _(a + b)gfe
bi b
Po(¥) = 5¥+¥(a+ 5)ya (B.4)
Since by exp(a’Py)
ge — eiao(a+b)§6; Ne eiaoane; Mn emoannv (B5)
we get
[exp(a’ Py)](¥) = et 5y’ (at5)72 (B.6)
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We then get

Oy | lexp(a® Po))(P)

= 3ﬂaogiea°§i\lleao(a+%)721 + eaogiaﬂllleao(a‘i‘%)wl

+ eaO%i‘IJaﬂao(a + 3)7216“0(“"’%)”21

= 3 ‘[51\1’ + \I’(a + 5)721]6“0((“_%)%1 i 6“03‘8#\116“0(“““%)721
- 8 P (\IJ)@“O(‘H‘g)’hl + eaogiaﬂ\lleao(a“‘%)’Ym
= a % [a a PO( ) + 8M\Ij]ea0(a+%)721 . (B.r?)

The gauge transformation defined as

B, = B, — %@Lao, (B.8)
U’ = [exp(a’Py)| (V) = 2’ e (+2)721 (B.9)

gives:
DU =0, + %B#PO(\I/), (B.10)
DL = 9,V + (%B# — 8,a°) Py (V) (B.11)

9, [[exp(a()po)](qf)} + (%Bu - 8“a0)[gi\11’ + U (a+ g)yﬂ] (B.12)

e“ogi[ﬁﬂaopo(‘l’) + 0,V + (%B# - 3ﬂaO)P0(\I/)]ea0(a+%)’Y2l
_ a%ki (D, W)e a’(a+5)v21 (B.13)
We deduce:
DI = D = e (D, e 8
_ e—a“gi(D\I,)eao(aw%)"m7 (B.14)
because i anti-commutes with each 4#. Next we have
T’ = (@t 5)Far Fea® 53
(a5 Fea® i (B.15)
TDY = e @D feo Sig—a b (D) en’ o+ §)7
o’ (at+5)721 U(DU)e (at5)v21 (B.16)
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In the magnetic monopole case the lepton wave reads:
0 777;L gln _ngn

OL On 0 nip &n
U= (L) =2 1L In B.17
<¢n oL M —&5p ML 0 ( )

Non &ip 2L 0
which gives

Po(¥) = aWryg; + bP_ (V)i

0 —a(-=n3)  (a—0)én —a(-n3,)
. 0 —anjy, (a—b)lan —ani
=iV?2 n B.18
ann (—a+b)(=&) amp 0 (B.18)
anzn  (—a+b)&t, aner 0
b b
= 7§i\IJ+\IJ(CL* 5)’}/21. (Blg)

The following calculation is then the same, but with the change of b into
—b.

B.2 Tensorial densities for electron-Fneutrino

In the case of the electron+neutrino pair, like in the case of the magnetic
monopole, each spinor has four real parameters, which gives 4 x 5/2 = 10
components of tensors: one space-time vector (4 components) and a space-
time bivector (6 components). With the right ¢r spinor of the electron
(or® of the magnetic monopole)

br =2 (51 O) : (B.20)

&2 0
we get the space-time vector Dy and ® satisfying
Dr = ¢rdly i Sk =¢ro10p. (B.21)

the bivector SgpDpg is a space-time vector, because it satisfies DL/ = Dg.
Similarly, with the left spinor ¢,

oL = V2 (8 _77}];) i G =R+ O, (B.22)

5. Since we can study both the case of the electron and the case of the magnetic
monopole, we shall note without e index the components of the electron wave and we
shall note here (; what was noticed 7j, in the case of the left wave of the electronic

neutrino, and 7,7, in the case of the supplementary left wave of the magnetic monopole.
6. A detailed calculation of components is in B of [21].
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we get the vector Dy, and the bivector Sy, satisfying

Dy =¢1¢! ; Sp=éroidy. (B.23)

Here and for the Lochak’s magnetic monopole [46] the Dg, Dy, currents are
the fundamental ones of the Dirac theory. The usual J = Dy and K = D3
currents are simply sum and difference of these chiral currents:

DOZDR+DL 3 D3:DR—DL. (B24)

With the ¢,, = ¢,z spinor of the electronic neutrino, that is here

bn = V2 (O _@) : (B.25)

0 ¢
we get the space-time vector D,, and the bivector .S,, such as
D, = ¢n¢j1 i Sy = ¢n015n' (B26)

Next with two of the three spinors we can get 16 densities. We begin
with ¢r and ¢r. We let

P =2¢pe;, =a+ Sgi,

P =2¢r6r =a— Sgrz, (B.27)
I = Dgp +idrr = 20r016},
I' = Dy, —idpr, = 2610165, (B.28)

a and Sgy, are well known in the Dirac theory:
a = det(de) = N + 2 = 2(&uny + &am3), (B.29)

where Q1, Q9 are the relativistic invariants of Eq. (2.33) and Eq. (2.34).
The S5 = Sgz, bivector is the one in Eq. (2.44) which with Qy, Q2, Dy and
D3, gives the 16 densities that were considered as the only possible densities
without derivatives from the complex formalism. These densities are the
invariant ones under the electric gauge. Dy, = Dy and dry = Ds are the
space-time vectors defined in Eq. (2.37). Under the R dilation defined in
Eq. (1.42) a is changed into a’ such as

a' = M¢.p, M = MaM = aMM = rea. (B.30)
Therefore

. o
a'a’” = re?are”%a* = r?aa*. (B.31)
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Next with ¢ and ¢,, we let
P = 24,016} =b+ Sp,,

P =2¢1516, =b — Sp,, (B.32)
I =Dy +idp, = 20,0},

Dy, and dy,, are contravariant space-time vectors, while S, is a bivector.
We shall need

b = 5n01¢TL + $L51¢L =2(n1G2 — 12€1), (B.34)
b = MbM'" = MM'b = re~"b,
b'b’" = r’bb*. (B.35)

Finally with ¢r and ¢,, we let
P =2$rd, = c + Sga

P =2¢,65n =c— Sgn (B.36)
I = Dpy +idpy = 20R016),
I' = Dpy, — idgrn = 260010k (B.37)

Dg, and dg, are also contravariant vectors, while Sg, is a bivector. We
shall use

C = Pro, + Indr = 2(1¢T + &263); (B.38)

¢/ =McM = MMc=rec; ¢ =r’cc. (B.39)
We have established in Eq. (3.42) that the main invariant of the wave of
the electron is mp. Since we now have not only one but three similar terms,
the natural generalization that is necessary and also sufficient to get the
gauge invariance is:

p = Vaa* + bb* + cc*, (B.40)
mp=m'rp=m'p. (B.41)

B.3 Getting the wave equation

Since this term is the generalization of the invariant term of the wave
of the electron, which is also the mass term of the Lagrangian density,
this density is, in the case of the electron+neutrino pair, the scalar part
L= <L>0 of

L = UDUrg15 + mp, (B.42)
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where D is the covariant derivative Eq. (6.22). We shall use for the pair

electron-tneutrino:
(bL ¢n
U, =P (¥ , B.43
L =P(¥) = <¢n 3 (B.43)
¢r 0
Vp=P (¥
R=P(¥) = ( s
UV="Urp+Vyr, (B.44)
Po(¥) = (Ur, +2¥R)7a1, (B.45)
and we have
Po(\I/) = (\I/R + ‘I’L)'Y2l 4+ Upve = (\IJL + 2\I’R)’ygl, (B.46)
¢L+20r _ ¢n
Uy +2Ug = B.47
Lt ( bn  bu+20n (B47)
We have also
DV = 9V + g—lBPO(\I/) + g—zwjp-(q/) (B.48)

— 3V + ng(\IfL + 20 a1 + SIW U151 + WLy + WA L(i)]
This gives
DUyp12 = 0¥v012 + %B(\I}L +2¥R)70 (B.49)
_ %[wlxh + W2U i+ W3 ).

Next we have

- 0oV (be gbn 0 —i(f3
0012 = (@ 0) ((gn &) <—i03 0 )7 (B-5O)

_(~iV(ér+ o105 —iVonos
—iVuos  —iV(bn + L)

. v(_;b\R + (E;L) v;b\n
\\ = — ~ ~ . B.
oo Z( ~Voén  V(on —m)) 21

And we get for B

bL+20r _ ¢n 01
B+ 200 (3 0) ( ey ¢L+2¢R> (7o)

_ Q\B N (bn/\ (bei'(bR
- (3 0) <¢e+¢R o0 ) (5:52)
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BPy(¥)y012 = (B(¢§;— o) §(¢Bin¢3)> ) (B.53)

Similarly we have

1o [0 WY (oL ¢n) Wi, Wiep
W= (Wl ) (asn m) - (Wlm Wlasn) ’ 5

og s [0 W2\ (o1 n (z 0) W2, —iW2¢y,
W= (’W 0 ) (& m) 0-i) = \iW?pr —iW?¢, )

(B.55)
(0 W (1) [ 0 o
wn = (.0) (2 2) (2, %)

_ <—Y3¢A5L03 /VK?’(ZA%U:;) _ <—/KV3<ZA5L Wﬁc?n ) (B.56)
—W3¢no3 W¢ros W3¢, W3¢ | .
We then get
W, + WU i+ W30 s

(W 4+ iW2) e, — Wi (W' — iW?2)dr, + W3,
_ (W Woor (W =W v (B.57)
(W +iW?) o + W3¢, (W' —iW?)p, — W3y,
Next we get
ID WAy = DU~ + 92—1\IIB(\I!L 420 R)0
- %@[Wlm + W2 i+ W3 3], (B.58)
~ Pe ¢T) V(-¢r+61)  Von
TV~ = R _ B.59
Y012 <¢ ¢T Ve V(¢R _ <Z5L) ( )

__(3V(0r+ d1) — 6,V 6n 8. + 6],V (6r — 61)
¢, V(=0 + ¢1) = BIVbn ¢,V + OIV(¢r —¢1) )
With the matrix representation Eq. (1.75) the real part of any multivector
of space-time is the real part of the scalar part of the matrix. We then get

R(VOVY12) = R[idV(dr — d1) + i} V). (B.60)
Next we get
I I3 ! B o Ae BAn
oGOl o

(b B((bR + (be) + ¢TB¢TL (b B(bn + (bT B((bR + (be)
6, B(br + de) + ¢ Bdw 6, Bén + 0L B(dr + ¢c)

RIUB Py (¥)y012] = R[6,B(dr + ) + 6, Boy]. (B.62)
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And we get
U[WU, + W20 i+ W3 4] (B.63)
B (56 ¢;> ((W1 L iW2) e —Wigr, (W — iW2)$L+W3$n> B (U V)
T\ G, 1) \ (W +iW2)pp+ W3¢, (W — iW2)— W3¢y ) \VU)’
U =3 [W"+iW) b, — W3] + ¢} (W' +iW?)p, + W36,]. (B.64)

This gives
RU[W' U, + W20 i+ W30, y3]] = R(G W', + 0f Wier)  (B.65)
+ RIG W + i W61
+ R W361 + 8{W36,).
Next we have
2R[iGV (Pr — 61) + i}, V]
= — ;0o + imOont — in300m2 + in20on; + 20085 — i€500&2
+1§100&] — 1€1 0081 + 1¢200¢5 — (300G + iC100CT — i1 0oCa
+inyO1me — i oy + iy 01 — 201y + 620167 — 165016
+ 1610185 — 61 01& — 1G0I(T +i¢301C1 — iG1d G5 +1iCT01¢2
+ 11 02m2 + m10ansy — N3 0211 — M202m;] + E20287 + 50261
— 10285 — &1 0262 — (2027 — (302C1 + (102G5 + (0202
+inyO3ny — in103ny — i1503n2 + in203n; — 1€20585 + 1850582
+1€103&] — i&1 0561 +iC205(5 — i(305C2 — iC103(] +i¢{ 03¢ (B.66)
From Eq. (B.62) we have
R [6.B(or + ) + ¢, By
= Bo(mmni +n2ms + 28687 + 268 + Q¢+ @G3)
+ Bi(=mmns — m2my + 26165 + 2687 — 165 — G(y)
+ Bai(—mnz + ment +26&5 — 2687 — Q¢ + (1)
+ Ba(—mmy + 215 + 26167 — 26265 — G167+ G2C3) (B.67)
and from Eq. (B.64) we have
RGIW ' b+ SLW 61) = W (mCi + a3+ Cunf + o)
+ W (=mG — 2l — Gy — Gany)
+ Wai(=mG + el — G + Gnf)
+ W (=mdi 4126 — Gy + Gen),  (B.68)
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R(iG W20 +id,W261) = Wi(—mCl —mGl + G + Cand)
+ WEi(mG +m2ls — Gms — Cen)
+ W3 (=mG + neli + Gns — Cany)

+ W3i(—mC + G — Gnt + Gn3),
(B.69)

R(=GW 6L + 0L TWoha) = Wi(=mui — moms + Gl + GG3)
+ W (Hmns + mani — GG — G6F)
+ W3i(+mmns — n2ny — Q65 + CadY)
+ W3 (mny —n2ms — GG+ ¢263). (B.70)

Therefore the Lagrangian density is

Ly =Ly + 91£1 + gzﬁz + mp, (B?l)
Ly = %[_i(nlouaune + 528“(9“56 + 77;20“5“%)]7 (B'72)
1 1
Ly = B;L(?YEU“% + giaufe + 577;[10'#7711)) (B'73)
W3
Lo = —R(W,; +iWnlo"na + =" (nlo"ne —nfo™na).  (B.74)
oL oL
The Lagrange equation — = 9, —=—— ) gives
Brme o6 “<6<8usf>> ¢
0=— Z[(a() + 83)51 + (81 — iaQ)fQ], (B75)

+ 91[(Bo + B3)&1 + (B1 — iB2)&a] + %(am +c1).

oL oL
The Lagrange equation — = 0, ————— | gives
BIINEE CATAHON g “<6<M;>> ¢
0=—14[(01 +i02)& + (Do — 03)&a], (B.76)

+ g1[(B1 +iB2)&1 + (Bo — Bs)&a] + %(am +¢c(2).

Together these two equations read
. 80+83 61—2'62 510
- _ B.
0 Z(al+ia2 ao—ag><§20 (B-77)
Bo+ Bs By —iB2\ (& 0\  mr_(m 0 G0
o <31+i32 BO—Bg) (gz 0) o & <n2 0) "\eo J
Multiplying by v/2 we get
S = m, ~ ~
—iVor + g1 Bor + ;(3¢L +cpn) = 0. (B.78)
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Since ¢ros = ¢r and (E;L(J'g = $L7 this reads

~ ~ m o~ —~
Voéroo + g1Bor + ;(a¢L +cpn) = 0. (B.79)
Then using the conjugation M +—» M we get
~ ~ m
Voroo + g1 Bor + ;(a*(bL + C*(bn) =0. (B80)
oL oL
The Lagrange equation — = 0 <7*> gives
oni — NO0uni)

0=—1i[(0o — O3)m + (=01 +iD2)na] + 9—21[(30 — B3)m + (=B +iB2)n2]
p (Wg = W31 + (W] +iW3)¢G m
- 52 +i[(W = WG + (=W +iW3)G] | + —(a"& +bE).
—(WE =W m — (WP + W ) P
(B.81)

oL oL
The Lagrange equation —— = 0, ( 75— ) gives
Brne on; #<a(8u772)> ¢

0= —i[(—01 —i02)m + (0o + D3)n2) + %1[(—31 — iBa)n1 + (Bo + B3)n2]

. (=W —iW3)G + (Wy + W3 m
-3 +il(—WE —iW3) G+ (WG + W] | + ;(3*52 —b(y).
—(=W —iW)m — (W§ + Wi)ng
(B.82)

Together these equations give
0= i Op— 03 —01+1i02\ (m 0
—01 — 109 80 + 83 72 0

g1 By — By —Bi+iB> m 0
— B.83
* 2 <—Bl — 1By By + Bs ) (772 0 ( )

_g_2|: Wg —W3 —Wl+iW3\ (G0
2 L\-Wi —iwd Wi +Wwi G0
H,( Wg — w3 —W12+z'W22) (gl 0)

~WE—iWi W+ W2 G0

o WE-WE W iwE mo]
W —iwd Wi +wi ) \na 0

b (@o) e (&)
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Multiplying by v/2 this reads
0 =Voroa + 5 BoL + Z[~(W' +iW?)d, + Wy (B.84)
+ ;(a or — b(bncrl).
Adding Eq. (B.80) to Eq. (B.84) we get the wave equation
0 =Voeon + G B(r +205) + T [-(W' +iW)6, + W] (B.85)
+ (@ ge — oo + ¢ n).

Without its mass term, this equation is the wave equation of the electron
Eq. (6.57).

oL oL
The Lagrange equation —— = 0, | 57—~ ) gives
og " (3(3#41 ))

0=—14[(0y — 03)C1 + (=01 +192)C2] + %[(Bo — B3)¢1 + (=B1 +1iB2)(2]

g [ TIVo = Wim 4+ (=W +iWs)nal \
+ 5 | FHOVE = Whm + (W + W3] | + — ("6 — brg).
—(W5 = WG — (=07 +iW3)G

(B.86)
The Lagrange equation g—é =0, (%) gives
2 ne
0=—i[(=01 —i02)C1 + (0o + 03)C2] + [( By — iB3)¢1 + (Bo + B3)(a]

g2 —[(=W —iWdHm + (W + W3 2] m

+ 5 | HEWE =W )m + (W + W] | + — (e + bi).
(WP —iWH)G — (W + W P

(B.87)

Together these equations read
0= _i 30—83 —01 + 10, ClO +g_1 By — By —By+1iBs C10
—01 — 1102 Oy + 05 G0 —B1 —1Bys By+ Bs G0

92 Wg = W3 =W +iW3\ (m 0
+5[- (—Wll —iwp wi+wd ) o (B-88)

v Wg—-Wwi —WE+iW3\ (m 0
~WE —iWi Wg+ Wi 12 0

W3 — W3 —W3 W3 m (60
(s s ) (G T2 (CEo) < (60)]
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Multiplying by v/2 this reads

OV%WH-B% LU +iW2)r, — W4,]

2
+ ;(c ¢r +boror). (B.89)
Without its mass term, this equation is the wave equation Eq. (6.58) of the

electronic neutrino. The system made of the two wave equations Eq. (B.85)
and Eq. (B.89) is equivalent to the equation:

DUyp12 + mpx; =0, (B.90)
where
1 (a"¢. —bonor + "¢ boror +c or
Xi= - & On POLOL 1, (B.91)
p —b*¢ro1 +cor  age + b Ppo1 +cop
or to the invariant equation
UDUryg0 + mpUy; = 0. (B.92)

B.4 Invariances

23y, — (%@ ol ) a* ¢, —b¢n01 +C ®n Ab¢L01A+ c*or R
IS, ¢f —b*GLo1 +Cor . + b Gnor + con
Uv
(Y7 B.93
VU’ (B.93)
U = a*¢,0c — boodno1 + b — b ol dror + color.  (B.94)
We have
a*¢, b, = aa* (B.95)
_ e bb* 0 . bc )
-%%%m—b%%m=<4m%0:u3+7@m+wg(mm
— ~ 0 —b*c* b*c*
* T _ — * _ — —
Bt +ctldn= (ot ) =o' (1= 0a) + 2 (<o i)
(B.97)
U = p?> — R(bc)oy — S(be)oy — cc*o3 (B.98)
R(mp¥x;) = mp. (B.99)
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Therefore the Lagrangian density Eq. (B.71) is also the real part of the
invariant wave equation Eq. (B.90). The double link between the wave
equation and the Lagrangian density, that we have first encountered for
the electron alone, exists also in the electron+neutrino case.
The V term is simpler because we get
V =ac”. (B.100)

B.4.1 Form invariance

Let M be any invertible element defining Eq. (1.42). We have

V=MV'M; ¥ =NU, (B.101)
~ M 0 ~ M 0

D=ND'N; N= —~; N= B.102
' ( 0 M) ’ ( 0 MT) ’ ( )

0= UDWrg15 + mp¥y; = UND' NUygro +mpPy;
= U'D'Urg10 +m/'p Uy, (B.103)

We shall get the form invariance of the wave equation if and only if

Ty = W) = U, (B.104)
X, =N"1x. (B.105)

And we have

1 * *
(@6, =g+ )

1
= (re"%a*Mep, — re " “bM¢p,o1 +re”Pc* Mo,)

r2p2
M1, .
= Teﬁ;(a e — bdnor +cPy)
a1
_ lp(a*(be — bonoy + c*by). (B.106)

1 *
—5(b'¢or +c"¢,)

1 . .
= (reﬂebM(chrl + reﬂec*Mngn)

r2p2

M 11 .

= rei® p2 (b¢L01 +con) = p(b¢L01 +c*dn).  (B.107)
This gives Eq. (B. 104) because
——1
/ M 0 ~

= =N . B.108
X1 ( 0 Mt 1) X1 = X1 ( )

And the wave is invariant under C3, therefore it is relativistic invariant.
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B.4.2 Gauge invariance — group generated by Py

We use the following form of Py

i 3
Po(V)=-U+ U
0(¥) 5 + 5 Y721
U’ = [exp(0P)](V) = e2 Te 721
From Eq. (B.14) we deduce

D'V = e 5{(DW)e ¥ 72,

D/\I//’yOlQ =e %1(D\I/7012)6%721 .

Equation Eq. (B.110) reads

ez%¢ee%i03 ei%(bne%iag
- e—i%/\ne?’z—eiag e—ig(gee%iaa
This reads
/ 1% 2i6 —16 %
(1_772)<€Z§1—€ Z772)
/ 1% - 246 —160 %
2 M1 e="%& ey
1% - —10 % ’
0 ¢4 0 e "¢y
and we get

& o (&1, m _ e (T, G _ a0 (G
(&)= (0) ()= () (@) - (2)

We then get for a, b, c:

; *
a’ =e?a; a'a” =aa”,
f 2001 . Rt
b = 2 . b'H* = bb",
; *
¢ =elc; ¢ = cct,
r_
P =p

We need to study

Xi= 3

p ~b* o1+ P a'd, + b o1+ g,

oL (a/*oé;—b'%awc'*o:; o+, )

(B.109)

(B.110)

(B.111)
(B.112)

(B.113)

(B.114)
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We get
a"¢, — bl o+ ¢,
= e areifp e _ 20pheit g T ion | 6_10 “ei3 e T i (B.121)
=" (a"g — b, 7 4" Je #ios
= '3 (a"p. — €Pbne oy + g, )e T
— ¢ '8 (a% g, — bpo1 +C Gy )e T I, (B.122)
and similarly
b'¢hor + ¢ ¢ = e2'belt pre T gy + e Pet et e i
=e 7b¢L63160301€7w?’ + €_Z§C*¢R€7wa
= (/T bore oy + e Ec pg)e T
= "5 (bopoy + c pp)e T, (B.123)

)

, 1 [e7i3(a* o, b¢nol+c¢>>e%3 ¢'% (bpro +c* ¢R>e%ws
NZ02 b (—b*dror +cor)e¥ion el (ag, + bonoi+eh,)ed o

(B.124)
which reads

~Hye ¥, (B.125)
and we finally get

D' U'yg10 + mp'x) = e~ 2 (DTo10 + mpyxi)e T 2 = 0. (B.126)
This allows us to say that the wave equation of the electron+neutrino pair
is gauge invariant under the group generated by F.

B.4.3 Gauge invariance — group generated by Pjs

This generator acts only on left waves: we get

G=6&4; &=6&. (B.127)

And with left waves we have

L=V ", (B.128)

/ / " —10 0
@a)-(Go)s) we
¢ =e "o, (B.130)

by, = € bn, (B.131)
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which reads
L6 1 d0 o —if s e —if
m=e"m; mp=e"n; G=€"0G; =€ "C. (B.132)
We then get for a, b, c:
i0

a’'=c¢ ?a; aa’” =aa*, (B.133)
b’=b; b'b'" =bb* (B.134)
c=e; " =cc, (B.135)
p =p. (B.136)
The covariant derivative is here reduced to
D=9+ %W?’Pg. (B.137)
We let
OV + %W?’Ps(‘l’)]%u +mpxi = (g g) : (B.138)
We have
A= (Voo + Z'%QW%?L)UH + %(a*éf’e —bpnor +c dn), (B.139)
B= (V- i%w3$n)021 + %(bqﬁLal +coR). (B.140)
Only the left column of B is not zero, this gives the simple result:
B =e¢"B. (B.141)
For A which has a right column and a left column we note
A=Ap + Ag, (B.142)
AL = (Vor + i%W3$L)021 + %(a*qSR ~ bénor), (B.143)
AR = Voroa + %(a*m + ). (B.144)
We then get
Ay =ePAp s Ay = Ag, (B.145)
A=A (6;9 ?) . (B.146)

Since the same term multiplies the differential term and the mass term of
the wave equation, we may say that the equation is invariant under the
gauge group generated by Ps.



Electron+neutrino+quarks 187

B.4.4 Gauge invariance — group generated by P;

This generator acts also only on left waves: we have

G=6&4; &=6&. (B.147)

And with these left waves we have
v, = ‘ij ?:n g oL Pn .C(')S(G) —isin(f)os
b PL on o1 )] \—isin(0)os  cos(6)
(
(

¢ = cos(0)pr — isin()pnos ; @, = cos(0)¢, —isin(f)pLos,
which reads with C' = cos(6) and S = sin(6):

B.148)
B.149)

¢, = CoL +iSoy ; &, = CoL —iSy, (B.150)
¢, = Cén +iSér ; ¢, = Coy —iSor, (B.151)
n =Cm —iSG ; ny = Cm —iSC, (B.152)
¢ =CG —iSm i ¢ =CG— iSns. (B.153)
We then get for a, b, c:
a' = Ca—+iSc, (B.154)
b’ =b, (B.155)
¢’ =Cc+iSa, (B.156)
p° =aa” +b'b” + /¢ =aa* +bb* +cc* =p?. (B.157)
The covariant derivative is now reduced to
D=9+ %lepl. (B.158)
We let
[0V + %WlPl(‘I’)]’Yom +mpx; = (g g) : (B.159)
We have
A=Veon - ZW'5, + %(a*qﬁe — bnor + ¢ o), (B.160)
B = Vo — —qus + m(quLal +coR). (B.161)
As previously, for A, which has a left and a right column, we note:
A:AL+AR, (B.162)
Ap = (Vor +i% W1¢L)021 +— p ( “¢r — bono1), (B.163)

AR = Véron + ;(a*d)L + ¢ dn). (B.164)
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We then get
"' =CAL —iSB, (B.165)
'n = Ag, (B.166)
B'=CB - iSAL. (B.167)

And since the mass term changes in exactly the same way as the differential
term, we may say that the wave equation is gauge invariant under the
group generated by P;. The invariance under the group generated by P is
demonstrated similarly.

B.5 Complete wave

B.5.1 Scalar densities

There are now 6 x 5/2 = 15 new densities:

S1 = 2(€lﬂrnrug + €2Er77;ug) = 2(n;ur77>1kug - nrurn;ug% (B168)
82 = 2(§1ﬂg7ﬁub + fZﬂgWSub) = 2(n§uanub - nrugngub)’ (B169)
83 = _2(€1ﬂrnrub + SQETT];ub> = 2(n;ubniﬁur - nrubn;ur% (B]'?O)
S4 = 2(€1Ernrdg + §2Ern§dg) = 2(T]§drnrdg - nrdrn;dg)v (Bl?l)
S5 = 2(5189771211; + 528977;11;) = 2(N3agMap — angné‘db)a (B.172)
s6 = —2(§13,Map + EoarMan) = 2(M3apar — Mav2ar); (B.173)
87 = 2(5157”77{1# + 6257”77;1#) = 2(n;urnrdr - nrurngdr)v (B174)
58 = 2(€lﬂgn>1kdg + €2ﬂgn;dg) = 2(n;ugnrdg - nrugn;dg% (B175)
so = 2(§rmvMiap + S2avM2as) = 2(M2upMias — Mub2ab): (B.176)
510 = 2(€lﬂrnrdg + 525”7;@;) = 2(77;ur77rdg - nrurn;dg% (B]'??)
S11 = 2(§lﬂg7ﬁdb + fmg??;db) = 2(n§ug77rdb - ’rﬁugn;db)v (B.178)
S12 = _2(€larnrub + €2ar77;ub) = 2(n;ubnrdr - niﬁubn;dr% (B179)
s13 = 2(&arias + S2araas) = 2(M3urMias — MurT2as); (B.180)
S14 = _2(€1Er77>1kug + SQErn;ug> = 2(77;ug77rdr - nrugn;dr% (B181)
s15 = —2(&13,Mub T Sodgous) = 2(M2upMidg — Mub2dg)- (B.182)
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B.5.2 Mass term
We used in [21] and in Eq. (B.91):

i = i ai(be i_ a§¢n01 'ta;(bn _Aaz(beLq\l + a§¢eRA : (B183)
1 201,01 + A30er  G1Qe — A20n01 + A3y

with ¢er = ¢e(1 + 03)/2 and ¢, = ¢ (1 — 03)/2, and we shall need also:
<Sz¢dq - Sg(bdb - 3’?¢ur) o1 <5>{¢uq S§¢ub + S;QSdr) o

9 —S120ub — S14Pug +510Pdg + S130db

PaXe = _51¢ug + 53¢ub - 57¢dr o1 _54¢dg + 56¢db + 57¢ur '
—510¢dg — s13%ab +5120ub + 514¢ug
(B.184)
(S§¢db — 83Gdr — S§¢ug> o (83%1) 81 ur + S§¢dq) -
2 —570Pur — 515Pub +5710ab + 514Pdr
PaXg —520ub + 51Pur — S8Pdg o — 550 + S1bar + 58¢ug '
—511Pap — 514Pdr +5100ur + 515Gub
(B.185)
(Sg(bdr Sg¢dq - Sg(bub) (S;;(bur S§¢uq + Ss(bdb)
o1 01
20 = 511Pug — 513Pur +512Pdr +315¢dq
paxe —530ur + $2¢ug - 59¢db o — 560 + $5¢dg + 59¢ub
_512¢dr - 515¢dg +511¢ug + 513¢ur
(B.186)
B.5.3 Group generated by Py
We have here
1
Py (V%) = ¥(=5 L), (B.187)
c c c 0
" = [exp(0P,)](V¢) = ¥ exp(—ng), (B.188)
2
B, =B, - —B,. (B.189)
g1

To get the gauge invariance of the wave equation we must have

e ) 9
X =x exp(—zLa); xf::xcexp(—gm), c=rg,b. (B.190)
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This is satisfied because
)
0

Bhie = Gace 137 @l = Guee 15, (B.191)
W e = €50 W e = €500 (B.192)
Woae = €5 Maei M e = €5 s (B.193)
sh=e%8s;, j=1,2,...,15. (B.194)
All x. terms contain in the upper line s;*-gbdccrl and S;(buCO'l. ‘We have
Bhe = bace” 57 = By, (B.195)
5';%:01 — ¢ '8 hue01 = Pace3T201 = Gaeore” 372, (B.196)
Xe = Xe eXP(—gm), (B.197)
X' =x° eXP(—ngl)- (B.198)

This finally gives

c c c C 6
(D'U')Lo1z + maphX'® = [(DY€)Loia + mapax ]GXP(—§L21) = 0.
(B.199)

Therefore the wave equation is invariant under the gauge group generated
by P,.

B.5.4 Group generated by P,

We get in this case

Py (V) = ULy, (B.200)
' = exp(6P)](V°) = W° exp(OLss), (B.201)
W, =W, - g%aﬂa. (B.202)
Since P,(¥¢) = U¢L35 we get
' exp(6P)](V°) = W° exp(0Lss), (B.203)
U = 0. c=r gb. (B.204)
We let
C =cos(f) ; S =sin(0). (B.205)
Then Eq. (B.204) is equivalent to the system
Be = Couc — iSPucos, (B.206)

(;Zw = C(;uc - iS(Echsa (B207)
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or to the system
Mae = Cide = 1M1ues 1 Tae = C1ige + 65N s
Mhae = Ciade — 1SN2uci 1M'5ge = Csge + 1My
Miue = Cue = i9Mdc; 1 Tue = Ctuc + 15Miges
Thue = Czue — 1SM2de; 0 9y = Cye + 19754,
We then get
s) = C%sy — S§%s4 +iCS(s10 — 514),
s = C?%sy — S2%s1 + iCS(s10 — $14),
sho = C%s10 + S?s14 +iCS(s1 + 84),
shy = C%s14 + S?%s10 — iCS(s1 + 84).
This implies

¥

A 1o IE AN L * * * *
5181 T 845 4T 8105 10 T 5145 14 = 5151 T 5454 + 810510 + 514514-

Similarly, permuting colors we get
55 = C?sy — S%s5 + iCS(s11 — $15),
st = C?s5 — S%s9 +iCS(s11 — 515),
sty = C?%s11 + S%s15 +iCS(s2 + s5),
shs = C%s15 + S?%s11 — iCS(s2 + 85).
This implies

A A / 1% / 1% * * * *
8989+ 858 5+ 8115 11 + 8155 15 = 8285 + 8555 + 511811 + 515515.

and also
sh = C?s3 — S%s6 +iCS(s12 — 513),

st = C%s6 — S%s3 +iCS(s12 — 513),

sho = C%s19 + S?s13 +iCS(s3 + s6)

shy = C%s13 + S?%s12 — iCS(s3 + s6).

)

This implies

! F ! 1o rE 1 F * * * *
S35 3+ 8686 T S125 12 T 8135 13 = 5353 + S6S¢ + S12515 + S13513.

Moreover we have
/ o e o
S7 = 87, Sg = 88; SS9 = S9.

We then get
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(B.227)

(B.228)
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Next we have

A B , A B’
v={ga)v=\pa)
"21\ = (_54$dg + 56$¢ib + 57(;;1““ + 512(;1117 + 514$ug)0'17
B= (_51$ug + 53$ub — 57$¢ir — 5105019 — 513(;db)0'1~
And we get

A = CA —iSBos,
B' = CB —iSAcs,

; O —'1,50'3 . Oysi
XT - XT (—iSO’g O - Xre ’

Since we get the same relation for colors g and b we finally have

/

X' = X“exp(0Lss),
(D) Lorz + maph X' = (DV®) exp(0Lss) Loz + maphx'©

(B.229)

(B.230)
(B.231)

(B.232)
(B.233)

(B.234)

= [(Q\IJC)L012 + mgpgxc] 6Xp(0L35) =0. (B235)

The wave equation with mass term is then gauge invariant under the group

generated by P;.

B.5.5 Group generated by P-

We have here
Py (V¢) = ULojos,
U’ = [exp(0P,)](¥°) = U exp(fLo1as),

W = w2~ 9%3;/9-
Since Po(¥€) = W¢Ly125 we have
U = [exp(0P,)](¥€) = U exp(HLoi2s),
U = Ve c=rg,b.
We let
C =cos(f) ; S =sin(0).
Then Eq. (B.240) is equivalent to the system
P = CPae + Suc,
Fe = Cuc — SPue,

(B.236)
(B.237)

(B.238)

(B.239)
(B.240)

(B.241)

(B.242)
(B.243)
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or to the system
Mae = Cide + SMue; M 1ae = Clitae + e
Noae = Ciade + SM2uc; M 94e = C3ge + SMues
Mue = Cue = Smac; 1 Tue = Cliue = SMides
Thue = Cue — SMde; M 2ue = Cllsue — SMge-
We then have
s} = C?%sy + S%sy — CSsy9 + CSs4,
sy = C?%s4 + S%s; + CSs19 — CSs14,
sho = C%s10 + S?s14 + CSsy — CSsy,
sty = C?s14 + S%s19 — OSsy + CSsy.
This implies

A

A 1o IE AN L * * * *
5181 T 845 4 T 8105 10 T 5145 14 = 5151 T 5454 + 810510 + 514514-

Similarly permuting colors we get
sh=C%sy + S%s5 — CSs1y + CSs1s,
st = C?s5 + S%sy + CSsyy — CSsys,
shy = C%s11 + S?s15 + CSsy — CSss,
shs = C%s15 + S?*s11 — CSsg + CSss.
This implies

A A / 1% / 1% * * * *
8989+ 858 5+ 8115 11 T 8155 15 = 8285 + 8555 + 511811 + 515515.

and also
Sg = 0253 + 5286 — (CSs19 + CSsy3,
S% = 0286 + 5283 + CSs19 — CSsy3,
sho = C%s19 + S?s13 + CSs3 — CSs,
shy = C%s13 + S?s12 — CSs3 + CSse.
This implies

! F ! 1o rE 1 F * * * *
S35 3+ 8686 T S125 12 T 8135 13 = 5353 + S6S¢ + S12515 + S13513.

Moreover we get
! / /
S7 = 87, Sg = 88; SS9 = S9.

We then get
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(B.263)

(B.264)
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Next we have with Eq. (B.241)
A= CA - SBos,
B' = CB + SAos,

1 C —SO'g _ 6_0,)/3
X'r XT SO’g O XT .

Since we get the same relation for g and b colors we finally get

!

X'¢ = x“exp(—0Lo125),
(D'V')Lo1a + maphx'© = (DU€) exp(6Lo125) Lotz + maphx'*

(B.265)
(B.266)

(B.267)

= [(DY°)Lo12 + map2x“] exp(—0Loi25) = 0.

(B.268)

The complete wave equation with mass term is then gauge invariant under

the group generated by P,.

B.5.6 Group generated by Ps
We have here

Py (V) = ¥ Loz,
' = [exp(0P5)](V°) = ¥€ exp(0Lz012),
W' =W~ 9%3;/9-
Since P4 (¥€) = ¥°Lg012 we get
V= lexp(6P3)](¥€) = ¥ exp(6L3o12),

U =Wl = g b
This is equivalent to the system

¢:jc = €i0¢dc7
~ TP
¢;c =e " ouc,
or to the system

;i VL )/
Mde = € Mides M 1de =€ Tdes
/ _ 16 Lo __—10, *
N2de = € M2dc; N 2dc =€ M2des
r_ —if L e T
TMuye = € Muces M iue = € Tues

/ 1) Lo 10, %
MN2uc = € Mucs; M ouc = € MNuc:

(B.269)
(B.270)

(B.271)
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We then get
sh=e*s1; sh = e¥sy; sy = €, (B.280)
sh=e 205, sk =e sy sp = e 2, (B.281)
87 = 875 85 = S8; 59 = 89, (B.282)
$10 = 5105 811 = S11; S12 = S12, (B.283)
813 = 513} 814 = S14; 815 = S15- (B.284)

This implies
p = p. (B.285)

Next we have with Eq. (B.229)

A= WA, A =¢"A, (B.286)
B =¢’B; B =¢ "B, (B.287)
Xr = Xr <e;0 e%) = xret. (B.2838)

Since we have the same relation for g and b colors we finally get

/

X' = X exp(—0L3012),
(D'U')Lo1a + maphX'® = (DY) exp(0Ls012) Loi2 + mapsyx'

= [(DY¥°)Lo12 + mapax©] exp(—0L3012) = 0.
(B.289)

The complete wave equation with mass term is then gauge invariant under
the group generated by Ps.

B.5.7 Group generated by I'y

‘We now use the transformation

U =CV, + Si¥,; C = cos(h); S =sin(h), (B.290)
v = CU, + Siv,, (B.291)
V=, (B.292)

We may then forget here ¥, which does not change. The gauge invariance
signifies that the system

v, — _92—3G1i\11g + mapaxsor,

ov, = —92—3G1i‘1/r + map2Xg, Y012 (B.293)
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must be equivalent to the system
1.
oV, = —92—3G/ i) + maph X, 7012,
1.
v — _92_3G’ 10!+ maph ! Yora- (B.294)

By using Eq. (B.290) and Eq. (B.291) the Eq. (B.293) system is equivalent
to the Eq. (B.294) system if and only if

2
G =G'- Zos. (B.295)
g3
We name f; the gauge transformation:
e s o [ 0 i¥,
fo s UE s AT (TF) = (i\m ’ ) , (B.296)

which implies with C' = cos(f) and S = sin(6)

lexp(0£1)](T°) = < 0 Cv, —i—Si\I!g) N ( 0 \y;) . (B297)

CU, + 510, W, v

V. = CU, + Sil,, (B.298)
v = CU, + Siv,, (B.299)
) = . (B.300)

The equality Eq. (B.290) is equivalent to the system
T 1ar = Cliigr +iSMag: 0 1ur = Ciur +iS77: (B.301)
W oar = C0ar +iSMags Wour = Clibur + 1SM5,4- (B.302)

The equality Eq. (B.291) is equivalent to the system
1 ag = Ciag + i ars M 1ug = Clitug + 1S ur (B.303)
T 549 = Cag + 15M5403 1'20ug = Cllsug + 1505, (B.304)

This gives for the scalars s;

81 = 813 sy = 545 8y = S, ( )
5o = Csg —iSs3; s5 = Cs3 —iSso, ( )
sg = Cs5 —iSsg; sg = Csg — 1955, ( )
shy = Cs11 +iSs13; 83 = Cs13 +iSs11, ( )
sy = Cs12 +1Ss15; 815 = Cs15 + iSs12, (B.309)

sh = C?sy — S%sg +iCSs19 + iCSs14, ( )

sk = C?sg — S%s7 +iCSs14 +iCSs10, ( )
sho = C%s19 — S?s14 +iCSs7 +iCSss, ( )
shy = C%s14 — S%s10 +iCSsg +iCSsr. ( )
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We then have
! I* ! I*
$58'5 + $38'3 = S285 + S35,
;o rorE * *
S5S' 5 + S¢S g = S5S5 + S6S6,
1 VAN A * *
81158 11 T 8135 13 = S11S11 + S13873,
/ 1% / 1% * %
512812 T 8158 15 = $12512 t 5155715,

VAN VA A / 1% / 1% * * * *
8787+ 8885 T 8105 19 T 5145 14 = 8757 1 5858 + 510510 + 514514,

P =p.
Next we let
(A B\ , [A. B,
Xr N BT AT ' XT - B’:‘ A'/f' 7
A, B Al B!
Xg = (gg A‘q>% Xg = <]§‘7 j) )
g g g g
and we get

Al =CA, —iSA,; B.=CB, —iSB,,
A, =CAy, —iSA,; B, =CB,y —iSB,.
This gives the awaited result:

P =p
Xy = Oxr — Sixg,
Xy = Cxg — Six,

197

(B.322)
(B.323)

(B.324)
(B.325)
(B.326)

The change of sign between Eq. (B.290) and Eq. (B.325) comes from the

anticommutation between i and 9.

B.5.8 Group generated by I'y, , kK > 1
We use with k& = 2 the gauge transformation
U =CV, 4+ S¥,; C=cos(f); S=sin(h),
\Ilg7 =0V, - SV,
U, = U,
The gauge invariance means that the system

v, — —92—3(;2\119 + Map2Xr 012,

v, = 9_23(;2% + mapaxgo012,

(B.327)
(B.328)
(B.329)

(B.330)
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must be equivalent to the system
3 2
8\I/; = —%G/ \I/fq + mgpéxgﬂ’yOlQ,
3 2
oV, — %G’ U+ maph s ora- (B.331)

By using the relations Eq. (B.327) and Eq. (B.328) the Eq. (B.330) system
is equivalent to Eq. (B.331) if and only if

2
G? =G?*- 290, (B.332)
gs
because we have
o =p, (B.333)
X, = Cx»r + Sxg, (B.334)
Xy = Cxg — SXor- (B.335)

The k = 3 case will be detailed in Sec. B.5.9 and the & = 8 case will be
detailed in Sec. B.5.10. The k = 4 and k& = 6 cases are similar to k = 1 and
the £ =5 and k = 7 cases are similar to kK = 2 by permuting color indices.

B.5.9 Group generated by I's

We name f3 the gauge transformation:

fa U i3 (0€) = (_io\yg Né’”) : (B.336)
which implies
0i /
lexp(6f3)] () = (6_9?% ei’”) = (\I?,g 3’,;) : (B.337)
v =y, (B.338)
U =e ", (B.339)
U, = U, (B.340)

The equality Eq. (B.338) is equivalent to

/ / 6 0 r Our
FE)-En) e

The equality Eq. (B.339) is equivalent to

D1 Vg | _ (¢ Q) g Dug B.342
( ;g (bfiq) ( 0 619 <¢uq (bdg . ( ' )
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We get
T]/;dr = eiwnrdr; n/;ur = eiwnruﬂ
n/;dr = e_wn;dr; n/;ur = e_ien;uw
U/ng = eig’r]icdg; ’r]/;ug = eienrugv
n/;dg = ewn;dg; n/;ug = ewn;ug'
This gives
sh=s1; sh=ePsy; sh=res;,
521 =54 ; 5'5 = e_ws;) ; Sg = ei956,
Sy =259 ; sg=e 2Wsg: sl =e0s
810 = 510 » 811 =€ wsll ] 812 = €i68127
S14 = S14 5 S15 = € Z-0515 ; S13 = Bwslg,
so we deduce
sis's = s;s}, j=1,2,...,15,
P =p,
X/r = Bfwxm
X, = €¥xg,

These relations are the awaited ones because

oV, = 8("V,) = e (-i00V, +8Y,),

OV, =8(e W, = € (100V, +0V,),

G®=G® - Lan.

93

B.5.10 Group generated by I's

We name fg the gauge transformation

fg VA iFg(\I!C)

which implies

|

. 0 o
[exp(6f3)](¥€) = ( o 20
evsWg e V3
U = exp(%)‘llr,
0i
v, = exp(%)‘llg,
20i
U, = exp(——=) .

0

1

13\I]T >
. 3 :
valte — gt
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(B.359)

(B.360)

(B.361)
(B.362)

(B.363)
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This gives
e = XD )0urs Gl = XDl )00
R I
ol = exp(= 220 ol = xp(=22 )6
We then get

" 10
n/ldr = eXp(ﬁ)nrdr;

* i6
T/?dr = GXp( 7§ )n;dr )

10

. 0. . . 2i0
M1dg = eXp(ﬁ)Wug; M 1ap = eXP(—%

- 0 ., - 20
M 249 = eXP(%)%dg? N 2ap = exp(—%

216

(B.364)
(B.365)

(B.366)

*

Mdg>

(B.367)

*

M2dg>

(B.368)

nliur = eXp(_)nrur; np{ug = exp(ﬁ)nrug; np{ub = exp(__)nrugﬁ
V3 V3 V3

3
1% 7’0 *
ur — EXPl—= urs
'y p(\/g)nz

This implies
246 0 0

5] = exp(%)su s = exp(—ﬁ)sm s = eXP(—ﬁ)S&

s = exp st o = exp(— s s = exp(= T

sy = expR s o = explZpsss s = expl— s

5’10 = GXP(%)SN; 5’11 = GXP(—%)SM; 5/12 = eXP(—%)Su,
70 210 70

5/13 = GXP(—E)SB; 5/14 = GXP(E)SM; 5’15 = eXP(—ﬁ)Sw-

We then get the awaited results:

s;s’;:3j3;7j:172,...,15; o =p,

i6 i0 2i6
! =exp(——=)xr; X, = exp(——=)Xq; Xp = xXp(—=)Xb-
X p( \/g)x Xy p( \/g)xg Xb p(\/g)xb

poo_ (ie) S 2¢9)_
= exp(—=)Mugi M 2up = XP(——= )Ny,
nng p\/§n2ug N 2ub p \/57729

(B.369)

(B.370)

(B.371)
(B.372)
(B.373)
(B.374)

(B.375)

(B.376)

(B.377)
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We deduce:
D'V = AF DU = yte® 33D, W)et (7 3)1m
— e 3D (22 (B.378)
because i anti-commutes with each 4#. Next we have
T’ = o0+ 5)7a1 Jpa b1
= e~ (@t8)n \Tleaogi, (B.379)
VD' = (f‘lo(‘”%)'m\Tleao%ief‘lo%i(D\IJ)eaO(aJF%)'Y21

_ efao(aJr%)’Ym \AI}(D\I/)E‘IO(“JF%)'V?I. (B380)
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Appendix C

The hydrogen atom

We study the resolution of the homogeneous nonlinear equation for
the hydrogen atom. Our resolution uses a method separating the vari-
ables in spherical coordinates. The solutions are very near particular
solutions of the Dirac equation which are not the usual ones, and which
have a Yvon—Takabayasi angle that is everywhere defined and small.

The hydrogen atom is the jewel of the Dirac theory. The solutions
calculated by C. G. Darwin [6], which we may also find in newer reports [55],
are proper values of an ad hoc operator, coming from the non-relativistic
theory, that is not the total angular momentum operator. These solutions
give the expected number of states, the true formula for the energy levels,
and have the expected non-relativistic approximations. This was considered
very satisfying. Most of Darwin’s solutions suffer the disadvantage that
they have a Yvon-Takabayasi angle that is not everywhere defined and
small. Therefore they cannot be linear approximations of the solutions to
our homogeneous nonlinear equation.

We got previously [9] other solutions in the linear case, which have a
Yvon-Takabayasi angle everywhere defined and small, and so those may be
the linear approximations of the solutions to our nonlinear equation.

C.1 Separating variables

To solve the Dirac equation Eq. (2.21) or the homogeneous nonlinear
equation Eq. (3.1), in the case of the hydrogen atom, two methods exist.
We shall use here, not the initial method based on the non-relativistic wave
equations, but the new method invented more recently by H. Kriiger [44],
a classic method from the mathematical point of view for an equation with

203
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partial derivatives, separating the variables in spherical coordinates:
' =rsinfcosyp ; 2° =rsinfsing ; 2 =rcosé. (C.1)

We use ” the following notations:

i12023:i01 y i22031:i02 3 igzglgzidg, (CQ)
S = e Fisggiz Q= 7“71(sir10)7%57 (C.3)
= 1
) — —
d' =030, + rcrlag + rsin@gza“o' (C.4)
H. Kriiger got the remarkable identity:
d=0d0" (C.5)
that, with:
= 1
V'z@g—@'zag—(agﬁr+;crlag+ ’r‘SinHUQaLP), (CG)
also gives
Qlv=vaol (C.7)

In the wave equations Eq. (2.21) or Eq. (3.1), to separate the temporal
variable 2° = ¢t and the angular variable ¢ from the radial variable r and
the angular variable 0, we let:

¢ = QX PPl o), (C.8)

where X is a function, with value into the Pauli algebra, of r and 6 alone,
hcFE is the energy of the electron, and § is an arbitrary phase which plays no
role as the equations Eq. (2.21) and Eq. (3.1) are electric gauge invariant.
A\ is a real constant. We get then

Q1= Xe(A«;ﬂEm”M)ig7 (C.9)
Q1g = XM B’ +0)is (C.10)
We also have:
pe'® = det(¢) = det(Q2) det(X) det[ee—Ee"+0)is]
det(Q) = r~2(sin@) ™" ; det[ePe B ] = 1

(C.11)

7. S has nothing to do with the tensor S3 and €2 must not be confused with the
relativistic invariants €2; and Q9 studied in chapter 2.
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So, if we let:

pxePx = det(X), (C.12)
we get:
_PX o,
p= r2sinf ’ f=bx. (C.13)

Thus with Eq. (C.8) for the wave, the Yvon-Takabayasi angle does not
depend on time or on the ¢ angle, only on r and 6. It is why the separation
of variables, in the linear case or in the nonlinear case, may begin in the
same way. We have

0'28 )[Xe (Ap— Ex° +6)zg]

~ 1
V/Qil(ls = (80 — 03& — —0'189 —
T
(9() )?6 Ao—Ex +6)iz EXde()\Lp Ex® +5)13

ar )?6 Ap— Ex° +6)is

(
(
(
9 (

o))

(%

(C.14)

) = (C.15)

)= (8, ) (Ap—Ex®+8)is : (C.16)

X eAe—Ea’ +0)ia) — (89X) (Ap—Ez° +6)is ( )
) = (C.18)

Xe(kga Ez°+6)i3 )\XzSe()\Lp Ex° +6)13

We get then:

~ ~ ~ 1 ~ ~
Vo =Q~EXiz—030,X —-010pX — A 6,02)(@3) ePe—Ex"+0)is (1 19)
T

7 sin
For the hydrogen atom, we have:

« e
A=qA’=——: a= C.20
! ! v YT he ( )
where « is the fine structure constant. We have:
qAdo1> = —%(Eis = _%Q)A(e(/\v—Ew%é)igiB
= (=2 Rig)eo P49 (C21)

So the homogeneous nonlinear equation Eq. (3.1) becomes

N 1 ~ A .
—EXi3—030, X —~010p X — 902Xi3—aX13+m6 BXiy =0, (C.22)
T T

7 sin
that is to say:

02 Xis = me P Xis, (C.23)

a o s 1 > A
(E+ —)Xiz+ 030, X + —010p X +
r r rsinf
while the Dirac equation gives:

UQ)?ig == TTLXZg (024)

~ ~ 1 PN A
(E+ 9 Xis + 030, X + =010 X +
r r rsin @
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We let now:
a —b*
X = 2
2 (©25)

where a, b, ¢, d are functions with complex value of the real variables r
and 6. We get then:

S d —c*
T (0), (o)
We get then:
e P Xiz=ie P Xo3 =ie (a b ) : (C.27)
c—d
S d —c* i 0 id ic*
Xiz = <b a* ) (0 —i) - (z’b —ia*) ’ (C.28)
P 10 ord =0,c*\ [ 0,d —0,c”
030r X = <o —1) (arb o,a* ) - (—Brb —8Ta*> ’ (C-29)
s 01 (99d —89C* o 89b 89a*
710X = (1 0) (&,b dpa’ ) = (agd —39c*) o (G30)

S Lo 0 1\ /d —c* 10 b —a*
UQXZ3 —ZQXO'3 = (_1 0) (b a* ) (0 _1) = (—d —C*>. (031)

Consequently the nonlinear equation Eq. (3.1) becomes:
« id  ic* ord —0,c*
(E+ ?) <ib —ia* ) N (—&b —&a*) (C.22)

+1 Ogb 0Opa* L A b —a* — ime—if a b*
r \Opd —0yc* resind \—-d —c¢*/ c—d*/’

Conjugating equations with *, we get the system:

i(E+ g)d +0,d + 1(89 + ,L)b = ime~Pa,
r r sin 6
o 1 A _

—i e — - _ 2 Va— _imeB

i(E+ " )c — Oy + 7‘(89 Sin6‘)a ime'’b, (C.33)
« 1 A .

3 _ _ _ o — —ip

i(E+ " )b —0,b + T((?g SinG)d ime” "¢,

—i(E + g)aJr Ora+ 1(89 + L)c = —imed.
r r sin 6
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In addition we have:
det(X) ad* + cb*

i _ det — = .34
pe et(9) r2sin 6 r2sinf ' (C.34)
S0 we get:
5 _ ad* + cb* €35
|lad* + cb*|’ (C.35)
For the four Eq. (C.33) there are only two angular operators, so we let:
a=AU; b=BV; ¢=CV; d= DU, (C.36)

where A, B, C' and D are functions of » whilst U and V' are functions of 6.
The system Eq. (C.33) becomes:

A _
i(E + — WU+DU+(V+——V)*thMa
r r sin @

1 .
LB+ SOV oVt - A= —imeBY,  (C.37)
r r sinf
. o / 1 A i o8
i(E+ —)BV — B'V+ =(U' - —U)D = ime~""CV,
r r sin 0

1 _
—i(E + %)AU + AU+ = (V’ + %V}C = —ime DU.

So if a k constant exists such as:

A
U=—sV: V' V = &U,
simo " * sin 6 " (C.38)

the system Eq. (C.37) becomes:
zE+)D+U+EB:me&
r

ac ' —ZA = —imeB, (C.39)
T T

a

)
i —)B—- B — D = ime=fC,
T r
)

)
(
—i(E
(B
A+ A+ KC = —imePD.

—i(E+ a

To get the system equlvalent to the DlrdC equation, from the same process,
it is enough to replace S by 0, this does not change the angular system
Eq. (C.38), while in the place of Eq. (C.39) we get the system:

W(E+ DD+ D + 5B =ima,
T T
AﬂE+%CfO—;A:4mR (C.40)

ME+%BfR—;D:ma

B+ DA+ A+ B0 = —imD.
T T
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C.2 Angular momentum operators

We established in [9] the form that, in space-time algebra, the angular
momentum operators take. With the Pauli algebra, we have (a detailed
calculation is in [15] A.3):

1 . cos
J1¢ = (dl + 50’23)¢O'21 y d1 = I283 — x382 = —Ssme 89 — ﬁ 05
(C.41)
1 sin
Jop = (do + 5031)@721 i do =201 — 2103 = cosp Op — ﬁ s
(C.42)
1
J3¢ = (ds + 5012)@721 i dy =20y — 2701 = 0,. (C.43)
Of course we also have
JP=J7 4+ I+ J5. (C.44)
We get then
Jsp = \p <= ¢ = (2, 7, §)e??, (C.45)

So the wave ¢ satisfying Eq. (C.8) is a proper vector of J3 and A is the mag-
netic quantum number. Moreover, always for a ¢ wave satisfying Eq. (C.8),

we have:
J¢=j(j +1)¢, (C.46)
if and only if
1 A2 cos 6
5o X + (1 + 5)? — ==551X = A—=-012 X012 = 0. (C.A4T)
2 sin“ 6 sin“ 6

But Eq. (C.38) implies at the second order

2 cos

0=U"+ (k*— U+ A U, C.48
(x sin? 9) sin? 0 ( )
A2 cosé
0=V"4(k*— —A—=V, C.49
(x sin® 6 sin? 0 ( )
2 cosf
0= (9929X + (/432 — —2)X - A ) 0'12X0'12. (050)
sin“ 6 sin® 6

Consequently ¢ is a proper vector of J?, with the proper value j(j + 1), if
and only if

1 1 1
2, A2, R S DU
K —(J+2) ;o Ikl Jtgi i | 5 (C.51)
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With Eq. (C.3) and Eq. (C.8) we can see that the change of ¢ into ¢ + 27
conserves the value of the wave if and only if A has a half-odd value. General
results on angular momentum operators imply then:

_ L3
22
To solve the angular system, if A > 0 we let, with C' = C(0):

j i R=41, +2s A=—j, —j+1, - j—1, 4 (C52)

U = sin* O[Sin(g)C’ —(k+ % =) cos(g)C],

’ : 2 (C.53)
V = sin? Q[Cos(i)C' + (k+ 5~ A) sin(§)C].
If A < 0 we let:
Y 0 / 1 .
U =sin""0cos(5)C" + (k + = + \)sin(£)CY,
2 ) 2 X 2 ; (C.54)
V =sin"* 0[— sin(§)C' + (k+ 3 + ) Cos(i)c]-

The angular system Eq. (C.38) is then equivalent [7] to the differential
equation :

21| 1

_ / 23)2 )2
0=C_ +tan90 +[(n+2) \]C. (C.55)
The change of variable:
z=cosl; f(z)=Cl0(2)], (C.56)
gives then the differential equation of the Gegenbauer’s® polynomials:
_ N _1+2|)‘| / (“"’%)2_)‘2

And we get, as only integrable solution:

CO) == PalNtnt D 0
c) ; -+ A 3) (C.58)
with:
(a)o =1, (@), =ala+1)...(a+n—1). (C.59)

8. When we solve the Dirac equation with Darwin’s method, that is to say with
the ad-hoc operators, we get Legendre’s polynomials and spherical harmonics. Here,
working with ¢, that is to say with the Weyl spinors & and 1, we get the Gegenbauer’s
polynomials, and it is the degree of the Gegenbauer’s polynomial which is the needed
quantum number.
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The C(0) factor is a factor of U and V; its phase may be absorbed by the §
in Eq. (C.8), and its amplitude may be transferred on the radial functions.
We can take therefore C'(0) = 1. This gives:

> (|)‘| — k= %)n(|)‘|+’€+%)n o, 0
c(0) = nz:% T sin? (5)- (C.60)

Since we have the conditions Eq. (C.52) on A and &, an integer n always
exists such as

1
A +n=|k+ (C.61)

2l
and this forces the series in Eq. (C.60) to be a finite sum, so U and V are
integrable. And since U and V have real values, we have:

s ADU?+CB*V?

= . C.62
|AD*U? 4+ CB*V?2| ( )
C.3 Resolution of the linear radial system
We make the change of radial variable:
p=mrse=; ala)= A) = A(L), o
b(x) =B(r); c(x)=C(r); d(z)= D(r).
The radial system Eq. (C.40) becomes:
(e + g)d+d’+ —b = ia,
x x
—ie+ g)c = Za=—ip,
x x
e (C.64)
ife+—=)b—b — —d =ic,
x x
—i(e+ g)a ta +Ze=—id
x x
Adding and subtracting, we get:
e+ Y d—e)+(d—c) — Z(a—b) = i(a—b),
x x
—i(e+ ) a—b)+(a—b) — Z(d—¢) = —i(d—c),
. o (C.65)
i )(c—l—d)—i—(c-l—d)'—f—;(a-i—b):i(a—i—b),
K
(+2) ( “ (et d)
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We let then:
a—b:F_—i—zG_, a+b:F++iG+,

) _ (C.66)
d—c=F_—iG_; c+d=F; —iGy,

and the radial system becomes:

(F- +iG_) =i(F- +iG_),
(F- —iG_) = —i(F- —iG_),
(Fy +1iG4) = i(Fy +iG4),

(C.67)

BIFTR|IIR|IR|=

Adding and subtracting in equations Eq. (C.67), then dividing by ¢ the
equations where 7 is a factor, we get the two separated systems:
(~1+et+ HF —a- -"G_=o,
x x

(C.68)
(1+e+%)G,+FL—§F,:0.

(—14et+ P -G + 26, =0,
ol o (C.69)

(14+e+—-)Gy+F, +—-Fy =0.
X X

These two systems are exchanged by replacing — indices by + indices and
vice versa, and by changing x to —k, so it is enough to study one of the
two systems. We let now:

Fo=V1+tee (o +9); A=+1-¢2,
G_=V1—€e(p; — o).

Dividing the first of the two equations Eq. (C.68) by v/1T — ¢ e % and the
second by /1 + € e we get:

(C.70)

a [1+e€
—A(p1+p2) + - m(@l-l-sﬁz)*'/\(% — 2)
K
— 1+ — —(p1—2) =0,
- v (C.71)
« — €
A(pr —902)+; 14_6(%’1 —2) — A1 + 2)

K
+<ﬂ1+sﬁ’2—;(<p1+sﬁz):0-
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1+e 1+e€ 1—¢€ 1—ce¢
Vi—-e¢ A 7 Vi4+e A (C.72)

We get then, adding and subtracting the equations Eq. (C.71):

But we have:

and we let:

Cc1 =

C1 — R C
—2Apot— 01+ —pa+0h =0
v v (C.74)
c1+ kK Co ,
w2+ —p1 —p; =0.
T T

We make then the change of variable:

z=2Az; fi(z) =pi(z); fa(z) = pa(z). (C.75)
This puts the system in Eq. (C.74) on the form:

c1— kK c
—fot———fi+ —fa+ f=0
o i . CZQ (C.76)
f2+;f1—f{:0~
We develop now in series:
[i(2) =D amz™™ s fa(2) = > bzt (C.77)
m=0 m=0
The system Eq. (C.76) gives, for the coefficients of 257 1:
c1— K)ag + (co 4+ s)bg =0,
(ex = w)ao + (e2 + )by (C.78)

(ca — s)ag + (c1 + k)by = 0.
A non null solution exists only if the determinant of this system is null:

c1—KCy+ S
Co—SCl+ kK

But we have, with Eq. (C.70) and Eq. (C.73):
cd—c2=a’ (C.80)

0= =cl -k -5+ 5% (C.79)

So we get:
0=a’+s*—k?; s°=kr*—0a’ (C.81)
We must take:
s =VkK?2— a2, (C.82)
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to make the wave integrable at the origin. In this case the system Eq. (C.78)
is reduced to
R —C1 S — Co

by = = . C.83
0 02+$a0 c1 +lia0 ( )

The system Eq. (C.76) gives, for the coefficients of 257™~1 the system:

—bm—1+(c1 — K)am + (c2 + s + m)b,, =0,

(C.84)
(c1 4 K)bm, + (2 — s — m)ay, = 0.
This last equation gives:
g = —SFE g (C.85)
—Cc2+s+m

and the first one becomes:

&bm + (c2 + s+ m)b,, =0,
—Cc2t+s+m (C.86)

[(c1 — K)(c1 4 K) + (s +m)% = c2])bym = (—ca + 5+ M)y 1,
which, with Eq. (C.79), gives:

—cy+s+m (—c2+s+ 1),
bpp=———by 1= ——bg. C.87
(25 +m)m ! (25 + D)l ° ( )

—by—1 + (Cl — K)

And so we have:

(=2 + 5+ 1)m
= boz* E — M =y’ F(1 — 2 1 C.88
fQ(Z) 0% — (25 ¥ 1)mm' z 02 ( +s C2, s+ ) Z) ( )

where F' is the hypergeometric function. We have also:
—c2+s+m —ca+s+m—1
bp=—""—""—"—0n; bp1=—"""""—"an_1. C.89
m . Qm 5 Om—1 at R Am—1 ( )

The first of the two equations Eq. (C.84) becomes:

_ 1 _
—Mam—l + (Cl _ /@)am + (CQ + s +m)mam =0
c1+ kK c1+ kK

(C.90)

which implies:

—ca+s—14+m (—ca+ 8)m

=y = ———— C.91
“ (28 + m)m m=1 (2s + 1)mm!a0 ( )

And so we have:

= apz’® Z 2822_—1’—:1:1| 2™ =apz°F(s—ca, 2s+1, z) (C.92)
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This hypergeometric function is integrable only ? if the series is polynomial,
(up a coefficient, it is a Laguerre’s polynomial) with degree n, that is to
say if an integer n exists such that

—co+s+n=0 (C.93)
ex
s+n= o (C.94)

which gives, by taking the square:
(s +n)%(1 — €) = 2a?
(s +n)? = [(s +n)? + ?]é
) 1
€ =—7F" (C.95)
1+ af
(s +n)?
And we get the Sommerfeld’s formula for the energy levels
1 1
e=—o——; s=Vkr2—0a?; |k|=j+ = (C.96)

o2 2

(s +n)?
With Eq. (C.75), Eq. (C.83), Eq. (C.88) and Eq. (C.92), we get now:

1+

p1(x) = ag(2Ax)°F(—n, 25+ 1, 2Ax), (C.97)
pa(z) = —ndo (2Az)°F(1 —n, 25+ 1, 2Ax). (C.98)
c1+ kK

We let, if n > 0:
P=F(1—-n, 2s+1, 2Ax); P,=F(—n, 2s+1, 2Ax). (C.99)

And we get:
V1
o= Y e M (202) (e1 + k) Py — nPy], (C.100)
c1+ kK
V1=
G = € a0e ™2 (2A2)%[(c1 + K) Py + nPy). (C.101)
c1+ kK
We let then:
vV1+4e€
= 2M)°. 102
aq ot r CL()( ) (C 0 )

9. The integrability of the wave functions is not optional, but compulsory, since we
have seen in Sec. 3.4 that the normalization of the wave comes from the physical fact
that the energy of the electron is the energy of its wave.
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We get finally:

F_ =a1e 2 2%[(c) + k) Py — nPy], (C.103)
1—
G- =\ 1+ Care=22[(c1 + K) Py + nPy). (C.104)
€

Since we go from F_, G_ to Iy, G by replacing k by —k, we have also:

Fy = age 2 2%(c) — )Py — nPy], (C.105)

Gy =4/ 1 I_ 6age_[\macs[(cl — k)P, + nPy], (C.106)
€

where a9 is, as a1, a complex constant. We get the same condition on the

energy when we say that functions F; and G4 must be polynomials to get

integrability of the wave, because Eq. (C.96) contains only x2. Therefore

if the formula Eq. (C.96) is satisfied we get polynomials for the four radial
functions and the wave is integrable.

C.4 Calculation of the Yvon—Takabayasi angle

We have with Eq. (C.62) and Eq. (C.63):
*772 *1/2
WP = %. (C.107)
With Eq. (C.66) we get:
20 =F; +F_+i(Gx+ +G-); 2b=F; — F_+i(G+ — G-),
2d=F; +F_ —i(GL+G_); 2¢c=Fy —F_ —i(GL —G_). (C.108)
And we get:
4(ad*U? + cb*V?) =(FLF; + F_F* — G4G — G_G*)(U* +V?)
+ (FLF* + FLF} — GLG* —G_G*)(U* = V?)
+i(FyGY + F_G* + G4 F; + G_F*)(U? = V?)
+i(FLG* + F_G + G4 F* + G_F})(U* + V?).
(C.109)
With Eq. (C.103) to Eq. (C.106), we get then, if n > 0:
F F +F_F*-G.G, —G_G~ (C.110)

_ 2 one s <(|a1|2 + lazf*)[e(cf + K*)P5 + en® PP — 2n01P1P2]>
1+e +(|a2|2 — |a1|2)2/<aP2(—601P2+nP1) ’
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FyF*+F_ F' —G.G* —G_G% (C.111)
_ — k)P, — nPy|[(c1 + k) Py — nPy]
e 2M 25 (g o 4 ol ( l(er = k)P 1 7
(0103 + aay) —3==([(c1 — k) P2 + nPi][(c1 + K) Py + nPy]
FLGY + FLGL + G Fy + G_F* (C.112)
—9 1- €€—2sz23 |a2|2[(01 - H>2P22 - 7’L2P12]
SV 1l+e +lai[*[(c1 + K)* Py —n*P7])’
Fy\G* +F_G +G F*+G_F; (C.113)

_ -2z 2s(, o L= [(ct = r)P2 —=nPi][(c1 + k) P2 + 1Py
- . (a1a2 * CLQCLI) 1+e <+[(Cl + H)Pg — nPl][(cl — H)Pg + nPl]) ’

There is a great simplification, that we will let now, if:

ayaly + azaj =0. (C.114)
In addition, we have:
C2:S+n:%; Cl:%zstn: (3+n>2+a2. (0115)

We have: s > 0, n > 0, therefore (s +n)? > s2, and

o =V(s+n2+a?>\s2+a?=Vi?= |kl > +k (C.116)
So we always have:
ci—k=0; ¢ +r=0. (C.117)
If we choose to let:
la1]? = (c1 — K)k 5 az)® = (c1 + K)E, (C.118)
where k is a real positive constant, we get:
FLF{ +F_ F*-G.G, - G_G~
= 12—_(_:@_2/\””:1025[2601(0% — K?) P} 4 2ecin®* P} — 4n(c} — k%) P Py,
(C.119)

and since:

A —k*=nn+2s); ec; =s+n, (C.120)
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we get:
FLFf+F_F* —G,G" —G_G*
4dnk
= Z o—2Az 25 ((n +25)[(s + n)P§ — 2nP1 Py] + n(s + n)Pf)
€
_ %6_2A$$2S (n+28)( /S—"—nP _ LP >2+ TLS2 P2
JREX: SV R s+n ']

(C.121)
This term, which is the sum of two squares, is always positive, two successive
Laguerre’s polynomials having no common zero. Then we get

FL G+ F_G* + Gy F: + G_F*
W@ o [ las((er — 5)2PE — 0P
T T ote taxP[(es + )2 — n2P}]

dei Ak
RIS R

1+e€
dank —2Az 25
=T3¢ [(n+ 2s)P§ — nPY]. (C.122)
€
This allows us to write the Yvon-Takabayasi angle as:
2 P? —nP} U2 - V2
tan g = ol@@s+n)Py —nhy] (C.123)

(n+2s)(v/s+nPy — s+npl) :jipZ U2_|_V2.
The denominator contains only sums of squares, which cannot be both null.

Consequently, for all the states with a n > 0 quantum number, a solution
exists such that the Yvon-Takabayasi 5 angle is everywhere defined. In
addition the presence of the fine structure constant, which is small, implies
that the 3 angle is everywhere small. Moreover we now explain why U2 —V?2
is exactly null, for any value of £ and A, in the plane 2'Oz?. We start here
from the differential equation Eq. (C.57). If f is a solution, then g defined by
g(z) = f(—z2) is also a solution. Since there is only one polynomial solution
with degree n, up to a real factor, we get necessarily f(—z) = +f(z) and f
is either an even polynomial or an odd polynomial. Therefore C' is an even
or an odd polynomial of cosf. Now from Eq. (C.53) we get

U2+ V2 =sin®0[C" + (k + % - \)2C?, (C.124)

U?—V? =sin® 0]— cos 0C"> —2(k + % —A)sin0C'C+(k + % — )% cos 0C?].
From Eq. (C.54)) we get
U2+ V2 =sin"20[C"% + (k + % +N)2C?), (C.125)

U?—V? =sin"2 0[cos 0C"° +2(r + % + A)sin0C'C—(k + % + A)? cos 0C?].
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This gives
T A

U= VA(G) = et 5= ADCONE) (C.120)

If C is a constant C’ = 0. Otherwise either C is an even polynomial of cos 6
and then C’ is odd and the product C’C' contains a cos factor, or C' is an
odd polynomial of cosf and the product C’C' contains also a cos 6 factor.
This factor is null if = 7. This proves that

85y =o. (C.127)

The solutions of the linear Dirac equation satisfying Eq. (C.114) and
Eq. (C.118) may therefore be the linear approximations of solutions for
the homogeneous nonlinear equation. Now if we have a solution ¢q of the
nonlinear homogeneous equation Eq. (3.1) with a not small value §y of the
Yvon-Takabayasi angle at a point My with coordinates (zg, yo, 0), since
the nonlinear homogeneous equation is globally gauge invariant under the
chiral gauge Eq. (3.21), we let

p=e""2 ¢p. (C.128)
And we get

(¢)(Mo) = €7iﬁ70¢0€7i%050 = e P poe = py. (C.129)
And ¢ has at this point My a null 8 angle, so the equation Eq. (3.1) at
this point is exactly the Dirac equation, we get the separation of variables
at this point, we get the angular system Eq. (C.38) and the radial system
Eq. (C.39) which is identical to the radial system Eq. (C.40) of the linear
equation. Then the 8 angle is null in all the z = 0 plane and the radial
system Eq. (C.39) is identical to Eq. (C.40) in all the z = 0 plane. Then the
necessity of integrability imposes the existence of radial polynomials and

we get the quantification of the energy levels and the Sommerfeld’s formula
Eq. (C.96)

C.5 Radial polynomials with degree 0

To get absolutely all results of the Dirac equation, we have one last
thing to explain: how we get 2n? different states with a principal quantum
number n = ||+ n, and we must return to the particular case where radial
polynomials are constants. We start directly from Eq. (C.64), and we let:

a=ape Mrs . b=1boe Mz c=coe Mzt d=dye Mot (C.130)



The hydrogen atom 219

We get from Eq. (C.39):

efA””(iedoxs +iadyr® ™t — Adpz® + sdox® ' + kbox®~ 1) =jage Mz®,
e_AI(—iecoxS —iacor® ™t + Aegr® — scor® T — kagx®T 1) = —ibge M a®,
efAm(iebOxs +iabox® ™! + Aboz® — sbox® Tt — kdoz®T!) = icoe M,
e_M(—ieaoxS —iaagr® ™t = Aagz® + sapr® " + keox®T 1) —idge” mxs.
(C.131)

This is equivalent to the set formed by the four following systems:
kbo + (iae + 8)dy = 0,

C.132
(i — 8)bg — kdy = 0, ( )
—kag — (i + s)co = 0,
C.133
—(iov — 8)ag + Ko = 0, ( )
—tag + (te — A)dg =0, (C.134)
—(ie—|—A)a0+id0 = 0, '
ibg — (ie — A)cg = 0,
0= ( Jeo (C.135)

(ie + A)bo - iCo =0.
The cancellation of the determinant in Eq. (C.132) and Eq. (C.133) gives
again Eq. (C.81) and Eq. (C.82). The cancellation of the determinant in
Eq. (C.134) and Eq. (C.135) is simply equivalent to A2 = 1 — €2, which
comes from the definition of A. Each system Eq. (C.132) to Eq. (C.135) is
then reduced into one equation:

kdy = (i — 8)by,
kep = (i — s)ag, (C.136)
do = (6 — ZA)CLQ,
b() = (6 + iA)CO
We get then:
. _ 2 .
kdy = k(e —iM)ag = (i — 8)bg = (iav — s) (e +iA)ey = (i = 5)"(e +iA) aop.
K

(C.137)
We have a non-null solution only if:

(e — iA) = (e — S)K(e +iA)
k(e —iN)? = (s —ia)?
k(e —iA) = +(s —ia). (C.138)
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Since ¢, s, A and « are positive, we finally get

k| =2=2. (C.139)
This last equality gives again the formula of energy levels Eq. (C.96) with
n = 0. Since k comes with its absolute value, we can equally have x < 0 or
k > 0. But the calculation of solutions by C. G. Darwin, who works with
real constants, instead of complex constants at this stage of his computa-
tion, forbids k to be negative, and it is that thing that allows, for a given
principal quantum number n = n + ||, to get n(n + 1) + n(n — 1) = 2n?
states. What really happens is that to change sign in  also changes V' into
—V. And if we change the sign of x and V, then a, b, ¢, d are invariant if
n = 0, and the wave is unchanged. To change the sign of  yields no more
solutions and we can use only solutions with x > 0, in the case n = 0. And
this allows us to get the true number of states.

The formula obtained for the energy levels does not account for the
Lamb shift, which gives, if n > 0, a very small split between energy levels
with same other quantum numbers but with opposite signs of k. If the
formula Eq. (C.96) was not the same for two opposite values of £ we should
not be able to get four polynomial radial functions with only one condition
which gives the quantification of the energy levels. Here also the standard
model has already an answer, with the polarization of the vacuum. But the
calculation must be revised, both to avoid divergent integrals and to use
our solutions instead of Darwin’s solutions coming from the non-relativistic
Pauli equation.
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